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By 1\fr. HAYES : Petitions of organizations in San Francisco, 
Cal., f.avoring Hamill civil-se·rnce retirement bill; to the Com
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

·Aiso, petition of citizens of California, favoring House bill 
20035, to extend the time for making final proof in certain 
de ert-land entries in Fresno and Kings Counties, Cal.; to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of Dr. David Starr Jordan, of Stanford Un1-
versity, Cal., favoring selection of San Francisco as meeting 
place of the next Peace Congress; to .the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. · 

Also, petition of Council 1271, Knights of Columbus, of San 
Luis Obispo, Cal., relative to religious persecution in Mexico; to 
the Com.IIll ttee on Foreign Affairs. 

.Also, petition of Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring H-onse joint resolution 344, for a national marketing 
commission; to the Committee on· Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Peace Society of San Jose (Cal.) State 
Normal ·School, against increase in Army and Navy; to the 
Committee on 1\filitary Affairs 

Also, petition of citizens of California, against larger appro
priations for armament in the United States; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petitions in fav-or of 
woman -suffrage from Ed.nah B. Hale, Mrs. Harriet I. Rowortb. 
E. Carol Hodge, M. E. Carpenter, Helen Bowen Janes, of Provi
dence; 0. Jsabelle Lee, East Providence ; Alex. S. Arnold, 
Woonsocket·; Marie T. Cottrell and Mrs. Robert Herrick, of 
Newport, all in the State of Rhode Island; to ·the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of -Joanna Sophia Buffum, Mrs. A. F. Squire, 
May J. Keating, Hannah E. Bacheller, Rebecca Taylor Bos
worth, Harriet F. Riggs, M. Anna Ford, Rachel Wallace Ber
tram, Elizabeth H. Swinburne, and Henry C. Bacheller, all of 
Newpprt, R. · I.,· in favor of woll)an suffrage; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. _ 

By 1\fr. KETT:NER: .M-emorial of \arious organizations of the 
State of California, favoring passage of the Hamill bill (H. R. 
5139) ; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of business men of the seven
teenth. Pennsylvania congressional district, favoring passage of 
House · bill 5308, relative to taxing mail-order houses; to the 
Committee on Ways and .Means. 

By Mr. MAYES: Petitions of citizens of Grand Rapids, 1\fi<;!h., 
asking for the passage of House joint resolution 377; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTEN of New York: Petitions of sundry citiz·ens 
of New York, relative to export of anns and ammunition by 
the United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By 1\!r. RAKER: Petition of citizens of the State of· Cali
fornia, favoring passage of House bill 5308, relative to taxing 
mail-order _houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\1r. REILLY of Connecticut; Memorial of National Asso
ciation Opposed to Woman Suffrage, relatiYe to right of States 
to grant suffrage to women; to the Committee on the J-udic.iary. 

By 1\lr. _STEENERSON: Petition of 150 citizens of Detroi~, 
150 of Thief River Falls, and 75 of Parkers Prairie, all in the 
State of Minnesota, favorilig House joint resolution 377, to pro
hibit exportation of war materiel; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Papers to accompany bill for in
crease of pension to Mary C. Smith; to the Committee on In
valid P~nsions. · 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Denver, 
Colo., favoling House joint resolution 377, prohibiting export 
of arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By l\1r. VOLLMER: Petition of American citizens of Cedar 
Lake, Ind., for the adoption of House joint resolution 377, pro
hibiting the export of arms, ammunition, and munitions of 
war; to .the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

AI o, petition of 750 American citizens of Chicago, ill., for 
the adoption of House joint resolution 377, prohibiting the ex
port of arms, ammunition, and munitions of war; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

SENATE. 
TUEsDAY, J anum-y 1~, 1915. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : · 

Almighty God, we seek from Thee grace and strength for this 
new day. We pray that we may have proper regard for the 
sacred traditions of our country, the ways of our fathers, the 
wisdom that comes out of the experiences of the past. GiYe to 
us also that spirit of progress which will hear the call of the 
new day and grace that will fortify us for facing the ever-in
creasing responsibilities oi life. As Thy Spirit has guided the 
leaders of this great people in the days gone by, so do Thou 
abide wi~h qs still, guiding us on the upward and onward path· 
to ever-increasing prosperity and happiness because of eyer
increasing righteousness and holiness among the people. For 
Christ's sake. Amen. · 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approyed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives by D. K. Hemp. 
stead, its enPolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill ( S. 5168) for the relief of the King Theological Hall 
and authorizing the conveyance of real estate to the Howard 
University and other grantees, with an amendinent, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: -

H. R.1710. An act to prohibit the intermarriage of persons 
of the white and negro races within the District of Columbia.; to 
declare such contracts of marriage null and void; to prescribe 
punishments for violations and attempts to -violate its provisions; 

H. R. 7771. An act to regulate plastering in the District of 
Columbia; 

H. R. 132f6. An act prohibiting the interment of the- body of 
any person in the cemetery known as the Cemetery of the 
White's Tabernacle, .No. 39, of the Ancient United Order of 
Sons and Daughters, Brethren and Sisters of Moses, in the 
Dis_trict of Columbia; . 

H. R. 15215. An. act to authorize the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to adjust and settle the shortages ~ 
certain accounts of said District, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 16759. An act to require owners and lessees of amuse
ment parks to furnish drinking water to patrons free_ of cost, 
~~;and _ 

H. R. 19552. An act providing for annual assessments of rea). 
estate in the District of Columbia. 

ENROLLED BILL ANn JOINT RESOLUTION SIG~ED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the 

House had signed the following enrol1ed bill a nd joint resoJu .. 
tion, and they were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 13815. An act to increase the limit of cost for the con· 
struction of a public building at Marlin, Tex. ; and 

S. J. Res. 218. Joint resolution to provide for the detail of an 
officer of the Army for duty with the Panama-California . Expo-
sition, San Diego, Cal. · · -

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ASHURST presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Tucson, Ariz., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro
hibit the exportation of ammunition, etc., which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relation . 

Mr. THOMPSON presented petitions of sundry citizens o~ 
Topeka, Sylvan Grove, Haven, Friend, Ellinwooll, and Belvue, 
all in the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legis
lation to prohibit the exportation of ammunition, etc., which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GRONNA. I present a telegram in the nature of a peti
tion from Mrs. Helen C. Bascom, secretary of the Suffrage 
League of Wimbledon, N. Dak. It is Yery short, and I ask 
that it be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to be 
printed in the REcoRD, as follows : 

Also, petition of J. C. Dahms and 17 other American c.itizens Senator GRONNA., 

of Walnut Grove, Minn., for the adoption of House joint resolu- Washington, D. a.: 
WIMBLEDON, N. D~ .• January 9, 1915. 

~ tion 377, prohibiting the export of arms, ammunition, and May this letter convey to you the earnest wish ot our women and 
munitions of war: to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. majority of our Wimbledon voters for the success of the suffrage amenllf. 

Also, petition of citizens of Clinton, Iowa, favoring embar!!O ment. We feel sure you will give your vote, and trust you will use 
~ your utmost infiuence for the adoption of this measure. 

on all contrabands of war; to the Committee on Foreign Affai.rs. · H ELE~ G. BAscoM, 
Also, petition of citizens of Cedar Lake, Ind., favoring Senate Secretary Suffrage League. 

bill 6688, forbidding export of arms; to the Committee on For- .Mr. NELSON presented petitions of 'sundry citizens of Min-
eign Affairs. _ nesota, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
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exportation of ammunition, etc:, which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ORA WFORD presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
South Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro
hibit the exportation of ammunition, etc., which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. · . 

Mr. KERN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Laporte, 
Monroeville, Fort Wayne, and Goshen, all in the State of In
diana, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
exportation of ammunition, etc., which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. O'GORl\IAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
New York City, N. Y., remonstrating again~t the outrages com
mitted in Mexico upon members and institutions of the Cath
olic Church, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BURLEIGH presented a petition of 21 citizens of Weeks 
Mill , Me., praying for national prohibition, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WEEKS presented resolutions adopted by the congrega
tion of · the First Baptist Church of Malden, Mass., favoring 
universal peace, which were referred to the Committee on For
eign Relations. 

He also pr~sented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Lawrence, Mas~ .• favoring the adoption of 1-cent 
letter postage, which were referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

LANDS IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. MYERS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 12050) reserving from entry, loca
tion, or sale lots 1 and 2, in section 33, township 13 south, 
range 4 west, New Mexico prime meridian, in_ Sierra County, 
N. Mex., and for other purposes, reported it with amendments 
and submitted a report (No. 902) thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. NELSON: 
A bill (S. 7252) granting a pension to Mary Johnson; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
By l\Ir. THOMPSON: 
A bill (S. 7253) granting a pension to Sarah A. Eddy (with 

nccompanying papers) ; and 
A bill ( S. 7254) granting an increase of pension to William R. 

!tfinert (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. · 

By Mr. PERKINS : 
A bill (S. 7255) to provide a harbor boat for the Revenue

Cutter Service, to replace the Hartley, at San Francisco, Cal.; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By :Mr. GRO~TNA {for Mr. McCuMBER): 
A bill ( S. 7256) granting an increase of pension. to Halvor 

Anderson; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. LODGE: . 
A bill (S. 7257) granting an increase of pension to Michael 

Kelley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: 
A bill ( S. 7258) granting a pension to Mary Battle; ·and 
A bill- (S. 7259) granting an increase of pension to John 

Wiebel; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BURLEIGH: 
A bill (S: 7260) granting an increase of pension to Allen C. 

Goodwin; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. POMERENE: 
A bill ( S. 7261) to amend sections 4421, 4422, 4423, 4424, and 

449 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and section 
12 of the act of May 28, 1908, relating to certificates of inspec
tion of steam -ve sels ; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JAMES : 
A bill (S. 7262) granting a pension to Ulysses S. Baird (w~_th 

-accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensicns. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. SHEPPARD submitted an amendment pro--riding that 
from and after the 1st day of NoYember, 1916, it shall be 
unlawful to manufacture, barter, sell, or give away any spirit
uous. vinou , malt, or other alcoholic liquors of any kind 
within the District of Columbia, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill (H. R. 
19422), which wa referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRADY submitted an. amendment p~oposing to appro
priate $4,600 for the maintenance of an assay office at Boise, 

Idaho, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, 
etc., appro_P.riation bill (H. R. 19909), which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ·ordered to be printed. 

Mr. !tiTERS submitted un amendment proposing to appro
priate $500,000 for continuing the construction of irrigation 
systems to irrigate the allotted lands of the Indians · of the 
Flathead Reservation in Montana, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill (H. R. 20150), which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to 
be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

H. R.1710. An act to prohibit the intermarriage of persons of 
the white and negro races within the District of Columbia;- to 
declare such contracts of marriage null and void; . to prescribe 
P.unishments for violations and attempts to violate its provi
SIOns; 

H. R. 7771. An act to regulate plastering in the District of 
Columbia; 
· H. R. 13226. An act prohibitilig the interment of the body of 
any person in the cemetery known as the Cemetery of the 
White's Tabernacle, No. 39, of the Ancient United Order of 
Sons and Daughters, Brethren and Sisters of Moses, in the Dis
trict of Columbia; 

H. R. 15215. An act to authorize the Commissioners of ·the 
District of Columbia to adjust and settle the shortages in cer
tain accounts of said District, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 16759. An act to require owners and le sees Gf amu e
ment parks to -furnish drinking water to patrons _free of cost, 
etc.; and -

H. R.19552. An act providing for annual as es ments of real 
estate in the District of Columbia. 

PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE DISTRICT OF . COLUMBIA. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I wish to cull up the mo
tion I made yesterday to suspend the rules. · 

The VICE PRESIDE~T. The Secretary will read the notice. 
The SECRETARY. The Senator from Texas [Mr. SIIEPPAHD] 

yesterday gave notice that, in accordance with Rule XL of the 
standing rules of the_ Senate, he would move to suspend para
graph 3 of Rule XVI for the purpose of moving an amendment 
to the bill {H. R. 19422) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District- of Columbiq. 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas if 
he expects to refer the proposed am-endment of the rules to the 
Committee on Rules? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I mean to make the motion that it be 
adopted. 

Mr. SMOOT. Without u reference to the committee? 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes. The rules do not require any refer

ence. I ask that the motion be adopted. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I desire to raise the 

point of order that the rule can not be modified in this way; 
that the proposed modification ought to be referred to the Com
mittee on Rules and reported from the Committee on Rules. 

I wish to say, as to this particular amendment, I should like 
to see it added to the bill, and, as I under:stand it, I expect to 
vote for it; but I do not think the rule contemplated that the 
rules themselves should be suspended or modified in this infor
mal manner simply by giving notice one day and passing a reso
lution the next day, without reference to a committee. If so, 
our rules become· at once very lacking in stability and will, it 
seems to me, be subject to change almost at the whim of the 
Senate. 

I have been here only a little over three years, and during 
that period I am sure no rule has been suspended in this way. 

I make the point of order that the notice should go to the 
Committee on Rules for report. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. If the Chair will permit me, I shall say 
to the Senator from Georgia that this is the only sure way we 
have of se.curing consideration for the prohibition amendment. 
I am proceeding regularly under a rule that was adopted in 
order to give the Senate the right to attach legislation that it 
deemed proper and advisable to bills of this character. 

.Mr. V ARDA.MAN. Mr. President--
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I yielded to the Senator fi~om Texas 

and I wish to answer ¥m now. I do not find a pre~edept, 
though there may be a precedent, for the course he seeks to 
have adopted. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I understand there never has been a rule 
su pended in the Senate. At least it has not been done si_nce :1 
have been a Member. -
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1\fr. SHEPPARD. I bave a precedent. before me. Oa l\Iar.cll 
2, 1861, a rule was suspended in just this way. A motion to 
suspend tbe rules was held ·in order after prope.r notice. . 

The VICE PRESIDE~T. The Chair is ready to. rule. Under 
Rule XL the Chair is of the opinioJI that the Senate has Jhe un: 
qualified power in accordance with this notice to suspend the 
t·ule if it chooses to do so. If it does not choose to do so, the 
proper _procedure is to move to refer the notice to the-Committee 
on Rules. 

1\lr. S.MITH of Georgia. Then I mo-ve that a reference be bad 
to the Committee on Rules, and I do it because I am opposed 
to this mode of suspending the rules. I think it is dangerous. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That ·motion is in order. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from .Georgia to refer 
the notice of the proposed amendment of the rule to the Com
mittee on Rules. 

.Mr. SHEPPARD. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays we~e ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
l\Ir. CRAWFORD (when his name was called) . . I have a gen

eral pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. LEA]. 
I ob erve that he is absent, and in his absence I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. FLETCHER (when bis name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the Senator from ·wyoming [Mr . . w AHREN]. Not 
knowing how he would vote on this question, I will withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. GRONNA (when Mr. McCuMBER's name was called). My 
colleague [l\Ir. McCuMBER] is necessarily absent from ~e ·city. 
He is paired with the Senator ·from Kentucky [Mr. CAMDEN]_ 

Mr .. TOWNSEND (when the name of Mr. SMITH of Michigan 
was called). I announce the absence of the senior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. SMITH], who is paired on all votes with 
the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]. This announce
ment may stand for the day. 

Mr. WALSH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. LIPPITT]. I 
transf~r that pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
SMITH] and vote "nay." 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when Mr. W~'s nrune was 
called). I desire to announce the unavoidaole absence of my 
colleague [Mr. W AHREN]. I will allow this announcement to 
stand for the day. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CULBERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I 

transfer my general pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
DU ~ONT] to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDs] a_nd 
allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. ROOT (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted, 
but may I ask if the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THOMAS] has 
voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 
Mr. ROOT. Then I withdraw my vote on account of my pair 

with thtlt Senator. 
.Mr. SUTHERLAND (after having voted in the affirmative). 

I inquire whether the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] 
ha~ Yoted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have a pair with that Senator, and I 

therefore withdraw my vote. 
Mr. MARTil\TE of New Jersey. I was requested to announce 

that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. LEA] is absent, on account 
of illness, and that he is paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. CRA WFOBD]. 

Mr. REED. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Michi
gan [Mr. SMITH] to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. HuaHES] 
and vote "yea." -· 

Mr. CHIL'l'ON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. FALL] heretofore anmmnced to the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] and vote ." nay." 

Mr. OLIVER. I wish to' announce that my colleague [Mr. 
PENROSE] is absent trom the Senate on account of illness and is 
paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

])1r. CRAWFORD. I learn that the senior Senator from Ten
nessee [Mr. LEA], if present, would vote on the same side of 
this question with myself. So I feel at liberty to vote. I vote 
"nay." 

Mr. ASHrRST. I wish to announce the unavoidable ab
sence of my colleague [Mr. SMITH of Arizona] and his pair with 
the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] . . 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I wish to announce the una -voidable 
absence of the junior Senator. from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH], 
who is detained at home on account of sickness. 

LII-88 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been requested to announce the 
fol1owing pairs: 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BR.A.NDEGEEr with the 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. SMITH]; 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. CATRON] with the Sena
tor from Oklahoma [Mr. OwEN] ; and 

'The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. LIPPITT] with the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. WALSH]. 

The result' was announced-yeas 37, nays 34, as follows: 

Bankhead 
Bryan 
Burton 
Clark, Wyo. 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Dillingham 
Golf . 
Hardwick 
Hitchcock 

Ashurst 
Borah 
Brady 
Bristow 
Burleigh 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 
Clapp 
Colt 

YEAS-37. 
James 
.Johnson 
Kern 
La Follette 
J.ee, Md. 
Lodge 
McLean 
Martine, N. J. 
Nelson 
O'Gorman 

Overman 
Pet·kins 
Pittman 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robinson 
Saulsbury 
Shively 
Simmons 

NAYS-34. 
Crawford 
Gallinger 
Gore 
Gronna 
Hollis 
Jones 

. Kenyon 
Lane 
Myers 

Norris 
Oliver 
Page 
Poindexter 
Shafroth 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Sterling 
Swanson 

NOT VOTING-25. 
Brandegee Hughes Owen 
Camden Lea, Tenn. Penrose 
Catron Lewis Root 
Clarke, Ark. Lippitt Shields 
du Pont McCumber Smith, Ariz. 
Fall Martin, Va. Sinith, Mich. 
Fletcher Newlands Smith, S. C. 

Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Stone 
Thornton 
Tillman 

Thompson 
Townsend 
Vardam·an 
Walsh 
Weeks 
White 
Works 

~utherlnnd 
Thomas 
Warren 
Williams 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The notice of the proposed amend
ment to the rules is referred to the Committee on Rules and 
will be printed. 

IMPORT DUTIES COLLECTED AT VERA CRUZ. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 

a resolution coming over from a preceding day, which will be 
stated. . 

The SECRETARY. A resolution (S. Res. 514), submitted by 
Mr. CUMMINs on' the 8th instant, requesting the President to 
furnish the S~nate with certain information relativE: to money 
collected by the United States at Vera Cruz during the occupa
tion of that city by the military forces of the United States. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I ask that the resolution just 
stated go o-ver until to-morrow morning on the same condition 
on which it went over yesterday until to-day, retaining its place 
without change. To-morrow morning, so far as I am ·concerned 
at least, I shall be entirely willin-g to have the resolution dis-
posed of. , 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I have no objPceon to the 
resolution going over. until to-morrow; but, in so far as I am 
concerned, I shall endeavor to get a vote on it to-morrow morn
ing. I understand that is all the Senator from Missouri asks? 
~r. STONE. So far as I am concerned, I sh::-.11 not ask to 

have the resolution go over beyond to-morrow. I have so 
stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will go o-ver until to-morrow morning. 

NATIONAL SECURITY COMMISSION. 
Mr. LODGE. .Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 

Friday next, immediately after the conclusion of the routine 
morninr; business, with the permission of the Senate, I shall 
address the Senate on the subject of the preparation of · the 
national defense with relation to the joint resolution which I . 
haYe introduced. 

REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business is closed. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro

ceed to the consideration of th~ conference report on House 
bill 6060, being the immigration bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, the unfinished busi
ness--

Mr. ROBINSON. I make the point of order that the motion 
is not subject to debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is not subject to do .. 
bate. The question is, Will the Senate proceed to the consider

. ation of the conference report on tlle immigration bill? 
Mr. REED. A parliamentary inquiry, hl1·. President. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 'rhe Senator from Missouri wDJ 

-state it. 
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Mr. REED. What .is ih.e l'egular -unfinished business of the 
;Senate? 

The 'VICE PRESIDENT. It is the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. REED. If -the conference report -on the bill referred to 
by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RomNsoN] is now taken 
up, does that not displace the unfinished business? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does not. The unfinished busi
ness comes up at 2 o'clock. The question is, Will the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the conference report on the 
immigration bill? 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6060) to regulate the immigration 
of aliens to and the residence .of aliens in the United States. 

Mr. REED. I desire to inquire of the Senator who has the 
report in charge to what print of the bill the conference report 
refers? 

Mr. ROBINSON. My information is that it refers to the 
official print. ' 

Mr. REED. I have endeavored to locate the various amend
ments which have been agreed to, disagreed to, or changed. I 
sent for a copy of the bill showing the amendments printed and 
numbered, but I am unable by _comparing the report of the 
committee of conference with that print to locate the changes 
or to ascertain where some of them come in the bill. I am 
inclined to the opinion that there have been either a number 
of mistakes made in the printing of the report or else that the 
report refers to some other print. If the Senator from Arkansas 
has before him the print of January 4, -showing the amend
ments numbered, I desire to call his attention more in detail 
to what I have already stated. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will inquire of the Senator from Mis
souri to what particular amendment he refers? 

Mr. REED. I refer to a number of amendments. 
Mr. ROBINSON. If the Senator will indicate the amendment 

to which be refers, I shall endeavor to elucidate the matter. 
Mr. REED. Well, I .call the Senator's attention to page 1 

of fhe conference report, to the language which is contained in 
the fourth paragraph from the bottom, which is as follows: 

In Unes 3 and 4 of the matter inserted by the Senate, strike out 
"a:nd aliens returning after temporary absence to an unrelinquished 
United States domicile!' 

Thn t -reference does not h1U'IDonize with the copy of thP. bill 
printed with the amendments numbered, and there is nothing 
to indicate that it refers to -amendment numbered 23. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If the Senator will read the -paragraph 
jn~ preeromg and part of the same matter, he will find that it 
refers to amendment numbered 23 and is 11art of that amend
ment 

l\1r. REED. Mr. President, I will read the -part I am re
ferring to and some of the context: 

Amendment numbE>red 11: Th:lt the Bouse recede from its disagree
ment to the ame!ldment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the 
same with a:n amendment as follows : 

Strike out the IIl!l.tter inserted by the Senate and in lieu thereof 
in crt thE' following: :• practice polygamy or bt'lieve in or advocate 
the practice ot' polygamy"; and the Senate agree to the same, -

Strike out the matter inserted by the Senate and insert -tn lieu 
thereof the following: " treaties, conventions, or." 

In lines 3 and 4 of the matter inserted by the Senate .strike cut 
" and aliens returning after temporary absence to an unrelinquished 
United States :Jomiclle." 

1\Ir. President, I can not tell to what that refers. 
JUr. LODGE. Mr. President, the conference report refers to 

the amendments by number. 
Mr. REED. Very well. 
Mr. LODGE. When a bill goes into ~onference, of course, 

the amendments o! the Senate are an numbered. 
1\ir. REED. Mr. President, I can locate the matter referred 

to in the first paragraph. Then follows this lang'uage: 
Strike out the matter--
.Mr. LODGE. To which one is the Senator referring? 
~lr. REED. I will begin again, if the Senator will permit 

me, and call his attention to the second paragraph of the mat
ter following the words "Amendment numbered 11 ": 

Strike out the matter inserted by the Senate and ln lieu thereof in· 
sert the following: "practice polygamy or believe in or advocate the 
practice of polygamy"; and the Senate agree ,to the same. 

I can locate that; but take what follows: 
Strike ~ut the matter inserted by the Senate and insert in lieu 

thereof the following: " treaties. conventions, or". , 
Mr. BRYAN. But the Senator .omits a whole paragraph. 

The last quotation is under amendment numbered 17. 
1\Ir. LODGE. Amendment inimbered 17 is another ameruJ... 

ment. 

· Mr. ~EED; I a:m 'f-ollowing the -print. 
Mr. LODGE. I think not. The language the Senator has 

read refers to amendment numbered 17. · 
Mr. REED. There is nothing about amendment numbered 17, 

in my copy. · 
Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me--
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I make the point of order 

that the Senate is not in order; we are utterly unable to hear 
what is going on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 

yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. REED. Yes; but I wish to say to the Senator now, be

cause I think it may crear this matter up, that I have here a 
print of the conference report, and my attention has just been 
called by the Senator from Florida [Mr. BRYAN], who undertook 
to correct me, to his print, and I find his print is entirely dif
ferent from mine. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I think the mat
ter can be explained. The House of Representatives ordered 
the conference report -printed on the 9th of January, 191·5. It 
was found that there were a great many type errors in that 
print, among· others, lthe omission of amendment numbered 17, so 
that it looked, according to the -print, as if all the amendments 
to which the Senator has referred came under amendment 
numbered 11. Owing to those errors in the ptinting, there was a 
r:eprint ordered on January 11, 1915. 

Mr. REED. Was that ordered by the Senate? 
Mr. LODGE. No; I am referring to the House print. 
Mr. REED. The report was eXpressly ordered printed by the 

Senate. · 
Mr. GALLINGER. I :rise to .a question of order. I am in· 

terested in this conference report, l>nt can not understand what 
is going on on account of the confusion. 

The_ VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is in no worse conditi(}n than the Chair and the rest of the 
Senate, but it is impossible for the presiding .officer to compel 
Senators to take their seats. 

Mr. REED. · Mr. PreSident, when the conference report was 
reported to the muse on -yesterday a request was made and 
granted that J..t .should be printed. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, the conferees 
agreed on Saturday; the House members asked for a print of 
the conference report on that day, the 9th, but when the print 
was made it was found to be erroneous, with some omissions 
and type errors in it, which the Senator has pointed out in 
reading from it. Therefore a reprint was ordered on Monday. 

Mr. ROBINSON. - And the correct print, as I am informed, is 
on the desk of every Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. It is. We have also-! did not know that 
before-a Senate print, which is on every desk and which is 
correct, like the second House print. The second House print 
and the Senate print are correct. The error arose from the 
Senator having the first House print~ which was incorrect. 

Mr. REED. I think that probably is an exact statement of 
the facts. I sent over to the Senate this morning early for the 
conference report print, and I was furnished with a document 
purporting to be the conference 'report. I spent something like 
an hour and a halt in trying to trace out the various amend
ments, and found it impossible; so, Mr. President. I have had 
no opportunity to give these amendments a real examination. 

Mr. LODGE. The first House print was so confused that 
nobody could make out what it meant. It left out some of the 
most important words. 

1\!r. REED. I think, under the circumstances, the report 
ought to go over in order to give the Senate a chance to examine 
it. That was the whole purpose of hu·ving it lie over until 
to-day. I do not know whether other Senators were misled 
by the erroneous print or the ·blundering print or whatever we 
want to call it, but 1 certainly was misled by it, and I do not 
know at this moment what the changes are, although I have 
pursued the matter with all Teasonab1e industry and care. I 
do not want to have to vote on this conference report without 
knowing what has been done by the conferees. The report itself 
is, of course, utterly meaningless for the most -part, except as 
it is compared with the bi11 ; and us the print which I received 
and which was an official doeument would not compare with the 
bill I was <!ompletely in the dark, and I am yet. 

Now, we are asked to vote upon this conference report as a 
whole. Until there is an opportunity giY"en to investigate . it 
jt ought not :tQ be pres ed on the attention of the Senate, and I 
hope it will be .allowed to go ,over until to-morrow, so that it 
may be examined, 
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Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Pre ·ident, the conference report and 

the statement were printed and appear in the RECORD this morn
ing. It seems to me that that afforded a reasonable opportunity 
for Senators who were interested in the subject to familiarize 
themselves with the effect of the report. I do not think the 
matter should be further delayed. It is true that the conference 
report must be \Oted upon as a whole; but it is also true that 
the statement, which has been pTinted and which i short, clearly 
shows the effect of the conference agreement as to the important 
amendments in the bill. 

I therefore insist that the Senate proceed with the considera
tion of the conference report. 

1\Ir. REED obtained the floor. 
Mr. ROBINSON. If the Senator from Ui souri desires, I 

will submit a brief explanation of the conference report. 
Mr. REED. I will yield for that purpose. 
Mr. ROBINSON. 1\Ir. President, the Senate included in the 

bill, among others, two important amendments, namely, the 
amendment excluding persons of .African descent and the so
called Belgian amendment. Prior to the appointment of the 
conferees the body at the other end of the Capitol considered 
these two amendments, and by overwhelming votes refused to 
concur in them. The votes were so overwhelming as to make 
it clear to the conferees that it would be impossible to reach 
an agreement retaining these two amendments in the bill. and 
therefore in the agreement the Senate conferees receded from 
them. 

These are perhaps the most important Senate amendments 
which were not agreed to in conference. 

The important or principal changes in the law as it exists 
which the conference carries into effect are as follows: 

First, the increase of the head tax to $6 on adult aliens and 
the exemption of all minor aliens from any head tax whatever. 
The effect of that, in all probability, would not greatly increase 
or diminish the receipts of the Government from the head tax. 

The next important change in e.xisting law which the confer
ence agreement carries into effec.t by virtue of the amendment 
adopted relates to amendment No. 24, striking out the House 
provision prohibiting the exclusion of the wives or minor chil
dren of American citizens under any circumstances whatever. 

The third substitutes a new section 11, submitted by the Sec
retary of Labor, to take the place of the House provision rela
tive to examination on board ships engaged in the transporta-

. tion of aliens. That amendment of the Senate was concurred 
in; and the discussion in the Senate on the bill disclosed the 
reasons and the imperative necessity, as I take it, for the adop
tion of that amendment-the fact that it would be inoperative 
by reason of the circumstance that the inspectors and medical· 
supervisors could not enter upon the foreign vessels. in foreign 
ports for the purpose of making the inspection referred to. 

The fourth important amendment of existing law is that 
which denies to alien prostitutes the privilege. of obtaining 
United States citizenship through marriage. That amendment 
was also, as I remember, fully di~ussed in the Senate, and its 
purposes and provisions are, I take it, well understood. That 
is retained in the bill. 

The fifth amendment of importance which was agreed to 
requires transportation companies carrying immigrants from 
Mexico or Canada to the United States to provide suitable 
landing places. 

The amendment relating to polygamy was modified in the 
conference so that, as it goes into the bill, it will operate as 
an exclusion of those who practice polygamy or l; ~lieT"e in or 
advocate the practice of polygamy. 

There are a large number of amendments which ha\e been 
concurred in, and some of them were modified in the confer
ence, relating mainly, and some of them exclusively, to tbe 
administrative features of the bill; the necessity of these modi
fications-! am speaking of them now as a whole-being dis
clo ed by statements and repre entations made by persons in 
the department charged with the enforcement of the law. 

I think I have spoken briefly of the most material changes 
in existing law which the conference report, if agreed to, will 
carry into effect. I do not know that I desire at this time to 
state anything further concerning the subject. 

1\Ir. REED. What" is the number of the Belgian amendment? 
Mr. ROBINSON. The Belgian amendme:p.t is a part of 

amendment numbered 24. I will state, in explanation of that 
fact, that when this amendment was ·introduced by the Senator 
from M:assacbusett:- and agreed to by the Senate it probably 
should ha\e been given n new and separate number, but by an 
inadvertence on the part of the Public Printer this was not 
done. It was numbered as a part of amendment 24, and ap-

'.pears in the bill as new matter inserted by the Senate after 

.. ·\ 

striking out the House matter, which elimination was numbered 
amendment 24. 

Mr. REED. In what shape is that amendment now left? 
Mr. ROBINSON. The entire language under 24 goes out of 

the bill under the conference agreement. 
.Mr. REED. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 

the bill; if he feels at liberty to state, whether that amendment 
went out of the bill upon the theory that it was a di crimina
tion between different nations, or whether it went out on the 
theory that it was not desirable to furnish any relief to the •ic
tims of the present European war who might be obliged to seek 
habitation elsewhere in order either to escape the riaors of the 
war or to secure a livelihood? On which theory was it stricken 
out? 

1\Ir. ROBINSON. Mr. President, of course I would not and 
I can not undertake to expre s what was in the minds of indi
vidual conferees; but one of the controlling considerations. I 
take it, influencing the conferees in the agreement as to this 
amendment was the fact that the House of Representatives by 
an overwhelming vote had declined to concur in the amendment, 
m~king it apparently impossible to secure the adoption of the 
amendment if it should be pursued. 

I think I might with propriety say that if the mind of each 
individual member of the conference had been searched there 
might have been found some difference as to whether or not the 
first consideration mentioned by the Senator from Missouri
namely, the question of complaints as to discrimination-was an 
influential factor in that regard. 

Mr. REED. I should like to inquire. as a parliamentary 
proposition, if a bill passes the House and comes to the Senate, 
and is there ~mended, and is sent back to the House, and the 
House votes upon the Senate amendments, whether the bill does 
not then automatically come back to the Senate? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Does the Senator from Missouri address 
that inquiry to me, or to the Chair? 

Mr. REED. I am addressing it to the Chair. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I do not know whether I stated that my 

understanding is that when the House asked for a conference 
and the Senate agreed to same the papers are with the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
the House having disagreed to the Senate amendments Ulld a 
conference having been requested the question goes to the con
ferees. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The rule provides, Mr. President, that the 
·House agreeing to the conference shall make the first report, 
and it follows from that that the Senate has possession of the 
papers. 

Mr. LODGE. 1\Ir. President, we agreed to the conference; 
but on the matter of the conference the bill comes before the 
House with the Senate amendments. The House, of corn·se, as 
a body has a right to deal with all the amendments and agree to 
them all en bloc; it has a right to disagree to them all en 
bloc, which is the usual custom on appropriation bills, or it 
may agree to some and disagree to others. 

In this case the House agreed specifically to two or three of 
the Senate amendments by vote. Of course, the moment they 
concurred in the Senate amendments that took those amend
ments out of conference. 'Vhere they disagreed it made rio 
difference whether -they di~agreed to them en blo<: or whether 
they disagreed to one or two specifically and to the rest en 
bloc, which was what they did. They voted, ·on certain amend
ments, to disagree; and they voted on those particular amend
ments to disagree because that was in the nature of instructions 
to their conferees, which they had ~ perfect right, of course, 
to give. Their instructioru to the conferees were, by vote of 
275 to 72, not to agree to the amendment excluding from this 
country persons of African race. By an overwhelming T'Ote, -
on which there was no division, they .voted not to agree to the 
Belgian amendment. I am not sure that there may not have 
been one or two others where they took special votes. Tllen 
they voted to disagree to all of the remaining amendments en 
bloc, and there was nothing unusual in the procedure. The 
fact that one amendment was selected to be disagreed . to was 
merely in the nature of an instruction, which they had a per· 
.feet right to give. 

1\Ir. REED. Ur. President, , let me ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts whether or not the House itsel.f adopted any 
amendments to the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; the bill was not amendable. The bill 
at that stage could not be amended. They adopted no amend
ments whatever to the bill. They simply exercised their right 
of concurring or not concurring. Of course, the T'Ote to con
cur comes first, because the main object is bringing the minds 
of the two Houses together, and where they moved to concur, 
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as they did, on the " constitutional psychoprrthic- in1erlority,"- :to place these· dependents in a position: where they enn earn 
the House agreed to that amendment, and of course where they 1 their own living and reestablish homes for themselves than it' 
agreed to an amendment it was out of conference. It was set- 11s to ·continne them a.s objects of bounty-and charity while com
tied. '.fhen they passed on and disagreed to one or two amend- pelling them to live in a. land where· the hardships of war have 
ments in which they took particular interest, and then dis-- destroyed their means of livelihood. 
agreed to all the rest en bloc and sent the matter to confer- To my mind. as a. matter of plain· common sense; it is better 
ence. to bring these P.eople here, open our doors, ma:ke them welcome, 

I may say that owing to the rule of the-House the conferees- than it is to send alms thousands of miles to feed the hungry
as I .think they always are, but in this case especially-were millions who for a long time must remain nonproductive and de
most minutely careful that nothing that could possibly be con- pendent. - I therefore am inclined to the opinion. that- the Senate· 
sidered new matter should go into the bill or into any amend- ought to il1sist upon this amendment The voice of humanity 
ment. The House rule is very strict. The point of order that calls to us; the cry of distress is hea.Td across the sea.. 
there is new matter in a conference report at once sends it back The committee, by this report, has said to the Seno..t~ and to 
to the conferees without any vote. the world: "We prefer an African who aan read to a Bel!dan 
· Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am ooliged to the Senator from who can not read. We prefer to bring into our country to 

Massachusetts. I shall desire to put into the RECORD a few ob- make a part of its citizenry an African or West Indian negro 
servations of my own, and a few expressions of opinion by who can read the mystic 40 words printed upon a card. by- an 
others, touching the wisdom of striking out the amendment per- immigration official to a Belgian who can trace his ances.try
mitting B'elgians to come to the United States regardless of the back through the centuries to that heroic· band who died in 
literacy test. Befor~ I do that, however, and merely. in pass- defense of their land when it was invaded by the legions of 
ing, I wish to take exception to the reason assigned for striking Rome." You welcome the West Indian or African negro who 
out the House language of section 11, which provides that the ca:n read 40 words; you drive from our shores the Belgian 
immigration alrthorities may place inspectors on board ves- woman who can not read, although her husband lies stark upon 
sels coming to this country, and ascertain in that way the the field while her children cry for bread. I ·do not like the 
character of the people who are coming and also the kind of parallel. Men of the South can not like the paralleL 
trea bnent they receive from the management of the vessels, Are you so anxious to intensify the race problem? Do you 
together with any other facts that may be of interest. by encouraging an influx of negroes do the members of that 

The reason assigned for striking out the House language and race who were born here a great unkindness? 
far the submission by the conferees of the Senate substitute is The conference committee have also agreed to strike out the· 
that we have no authority to place our agents upon these ves- Senate amendment relating to the victims of religious intoler
sels. Mr. President, that matter was completely thrashed out ance. As the House passed the bill it provided an exemption 
in the debate and the chairman of the committee finally ad- from the literacy test for those who come here solely to escape 
mitted that .;hile the owner of a foreign vessel could exclude religious persecution. The Senate-struck out the word "solely." 
from that vessel our agents if he saw fit, at the same time this In brief, the Drincipal reason was that it can scarcely ever be
Go>ernment could prohibit the landing of any vessel which re- said an immigrant, however much he may have suffered for 
fu ed to conform to our immigration regulations. We have as con;science's sake, comes to om; land because of that single cause. 
great a right to place our a6ents on board vessels to inspect an That will con titnte his principal motive, but there is al o the 
immigrant who is crossing the ocean as we ha:ve to place agents desir~, the hope, the glorious dream of prosperity, happiness, 
in foreign ports to inspect an immigrant who is about to cross and liberty. Such a man does not come from a sole motive. 
the ocean. We have a greater right, because the .vessel in Bec~use he has dared to dream of liberty he must be sent back 
making its TQyage is obliged to land in om: port, whereas we to his tormentors. 
ha>e rro such control ov-er foreign harbors. · .l\Ir. Pre ident, the spirit of this bill, in its narrow selfishness, 

It would be much franker and much more commendable if-the is-that of the man who having directly or through his ancestors 
committee would simply say that we have receded because cer- escaped from the hardships, cruelties, and tyrannies- of other 
tain. foreign nations, undoubtedly instigated by certain foreign lands,. now stands upon _this liberty-li~hted shore and pushes 
shipowners, have seen fit to protest against the exercise on the bac~ mto the hopeless rught of despotism those who are n.ow 
part of this Government of a power which it clearly possesses. seekl;.llg t~ es<;ape. . . . 
I wished to say just that much in regard to section 11. · . Will this bill admit a. smgle J'ew? Under· a stn.ct con truc-

1\Ir. President, I now challenge attention to the gravity of the tion not on~ ~f them will be ~.empt~ from the literacy te~t. 
::tction that we are now asked to take with reference to amend- The Jew Within the pale, strammg his eager eyes towru:d this 
ment numbered 24 which provides: land, has two causes for immigration; one is to escape the in-

' tolerable persecution he has suffered on account of his race and That the provisions of tws act relating to the illiteracy te-st or in- · 
duced or assisted immigration shall not apply to agricultural imml- religion, the other an infinite longing to stand upon free oil 
grants from Belgium who come to the United States· durin:g the course and as a free man to live to.mak.e for his family a home where 
of the pre ent European war, or within. one year after its termination love and peace shall abide. Under this bill that man, if he 
owing to circumstances or conditions arising from the war, if it is 
shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner General of Immigration was denied the opportunity to learn to read, must be excluded, 
that said Bel.-rian immigrants come with intent to engage· in the work because his motive in coming here is not solely and only for 
of agriculture in the United States and become- American citizens. the purpose of escaping religious persecution. Because he loves 

During the debate on the bill objection was made to singling liberty he must be returned to slavery. 
out the Belgians, the point urged being that by granting this That word " solely " was placed in this bill for the purpo e of 
special favor to Belgium we were discriminating against the emasculating the exemptions. Our traditional policy has been 
people of other countries and running counter to the " most- to grant sanctuary to all seeking refuge from political or re
fa.-ored-nation clause" of various treaties. It was determined ligious persecution. We now propose to absolutely exclude the 
.here in the Senate that such conflict did not exist, and that we refugee from political tyranny and to exclude those seeking to 
could pass this amendment at our pleasure. The Senate did escape religious persecution if they come to our shores because 
adopt the amendment after full debate-. It Js now brushed they also love our free institutions. 
aside in· the conference. · I ha-re been told-! do not claim that wh..'lt I hn>e learned is 

Speaking for myself and voicing the sentiments of some binding upon anyone-that the reason to some extent urged-! 
others, I would have preferred this amendment to have been do not say in the committee of conference-for striking out the 
broadened so that tho e who shall come- from European coun- clause that prohibited Africans from coming to this country was 
tries under similar circumstances-that those who may be because if that provision were left in the bill a two-thirds >ote 
dri\en here by the hardships of war-might alsa have been in- could not be obtained to overrid{' u veto of the Pre ident. 
clude<l. But there did seem to be a special reason for- favoring I do not kllow what the President will do with this bill; I 
the Belgians, not a reason. found_ in the legal status, perhaps, hold no W!lrrant to speak for him. I undertake to say tllat the 
but in the actual conditions. These brave, enlight-ened, patriotic President of the United States will approach this great questiou 
'People find their country comp.ij:!tely within the iron grip of. the with that intelligence, patriotism, and breadth of -riew which 
armie of a foreign enemy. has hitherto characterized his public nets, and that his determi-

Tbe papers of Washington only last night and, I think, this nation will be upon the merits. I think but' little of an effort 
morning sta.te to us that there a:re some five million people in to arrange a bill in advance so that it cnn accumulate enough 
Belgium absolutely destitute and dependent for sustena.n.ce upon votes to force it o-rer a veto which somebody imJgines. I pre
the benefactions of the world, and especially of the American _sume wholly without any authority or reason, may fall under 
Commonwealth. We rend that o.-er $15,000,000 in either money presidential disapproval. I want to see that umcndmeut put 
or goods has been gathered by charita.ble hands in this country back into the bill. 
and sent across the ocean to feed these starving and desperate Since I have referred to the President's position, let me ad~ 
people. To my mind, as a practical question, it is much better a quotation from his pen, not that it necessarily foreshadows 
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the action he may take on this bill, but because the woras ~hose are the specifications. Then, to remove all doubt and 
themsel\es ougbt even at this eleventh hour to appeal to some strike out every possibility of mistmderstanding or mistake as 
Members of the Senate, especially to those who have been to what .he .means, he adds this: 
preaching the doctline that whatever the administration wants The necessary limits have been recognized again and again in suc,fl 
it is our duty to grant. More particularly should it arrest the legislation. 
atten~ion of those who have lus~ily cried "treason" each time Mr. President,lf that was not an assurance that we would not 
certam of ~s have ventured to <ll1't:er from the P~esident. go beyond the old limits which he had recited, which were 

Mr. President, I read a letter wrlt:!en by Mr. Wils~n less than already graven upon our laws, then human language is without 
90 ~uys before he was elected .President of the Umted S~tes. meaning and pledges and promises are without binding effect. 
It IS addr~ssed to Rep. resent:;tive SABATH, and. was by .him, I lev ry foreign-born son and daughter of America reading that 
presume wtth the con ent of Its author, placed_ m the CoNGRES- 1 ter understood, and .had the right to understand, that our 
SIONAL RECORD of August 23, 1912: andidate for President was giving assurance to the countcy, 

/ 

SEAGIRT, N.J .• August !O.\ 1 and especially to them, that no bars, save of the kind be so 
Bon. ADoLPH J. SABATH, . V clearly specified would be placed in the way of their relatives 

House of Rep1·esentatives, Washmgton, D. 0. d f 1 d h' · ht th aft th h d It 
DEAr. MR. SABATH: It is very gratifying to me that after our con- an r en s w 0 m.Ig ere er come, as ey a co~e. 

versation on the subject you should have felt so assured of my friend- was a pledge that the old pathway of the law would contmue to 
ship for our large foreign-born population as to lead you to advise be followed. 
them that my election to the Presidency would be best for them as I h th · ht t t d h nd 1 t D t -
well as for all other citizens who are looking to rescue this Govern- . ave. e rig o ~ an ere a appea . o emocra s upon 
ment from privilege and open wide the doors of opportunity in ~erlca this SubJect. I was m charge of the foreign bureau of the 
alike to the worthy immigrants who come here to find larger liberty national executive committee having jurisdiction over all the 
and to those who were born in America. The Democratic Party could try t f th Ohi R' . d · h 
not without forgetting its very origin advocate an illiberal policy in conn wes o e O tver, an , Sir, t ousands, tens ot 
the matter of immigration. The party may almost be said to have thousands, hundreds of thousands of those letters w-ere printed 
originated in opposition to the alien and sedition laws by which .the and sent to the foreign-born voters of the United States. They 
Federalist Party sought to all but shut the doors against naturallza- t b ail• th eli t ib t d . · 
tion and at the same time silence the criticism of our people against were . sen. Y m , ey we~e s r u ~ through. political 
their Government. America has .always been proud to open her gates orgaruzations; they were carried by capta1ns of precmcts and 
to ever·yone who loved Uberty and sought opportunity. into the homes of tens of thousands .of these people. This was 

Let me read that again: the appeal we made: "Here is the pledge and promise of a man 
America has always been proud to open her gates to everyone who 

lo-ved liberty and sought opportunity. 
Let me paraphrase it : America will now. grudgingly open her 

gates to those who are able to pa&s a certai,n educational test, 
and not otherwise. I read on : 

And she will never seek another course under the _guidance of the 
Democratic Party. 

Mr. President, I am addressing myself to the conscience of 
the American people, that sooner or later will lift the veil and 
behold the ugly visage of proscription and race hate that is 
back of this legislation. I repeat to the country this language: 

America has always been proud to open her gates to everyone who 
loved iiberty and sought opportunity, and she will never 1\eek another 
comse under the guidance of the Democratic Party. 

That was said before the election to a distinguished Member 
of Co;ngress, and I think, though I can not say with certainty, 
that the letter was ,given puhlication by the permission of 
Woodrow Wilson, then our candidate and now the distinguished 
occupant of the greatest official position of earth. I contimJe 
reacting: 

I am in hearty accord with the ancient faith and practlee of the party 
that has honored me by nominating me for President. There must 
be regulation of immigration. Criminals must not be admitted. Those 
who are di eased or defective must be excluded in order to safeguard 
the physical' integrity of our people. Neither can we receive those 
who are unable to support themselves. And we should see to it that 
those who come are not unfitted to enter into the life of the country. 
The neces!)ary limits have been recognized again and again in ue.h 
legislation. There was a time when through the efforts of steamship 
companies and of men 'Who wished to bring over those whom they 
could at once use and impose upon there were brought into the country 
by the thousands men whom it was demoralizing to receive. But 
timely legislation stopped that. Sound and honest men and wome.n out 
of every one of the great European stocks, who come of their own voli
tion and make homes for themselves are welcome among t us ; no one 
can justly criticize our laws if only those who are sound and honest are 
admitted. Debased men and men of an unserviceable kind may come 
out of any race of stock, but America has enriched her genius, has 
made it various and universal, as she has renewed herself out of all the 
ancient peoples, from Norway to Italy, and the rich lands of the Medi
terranean, who have the literature and history of the world. 

Cordially and since1.·ely, yours, 
WOODROW WILSO!<i, 

~1r. Pre ident, let us stop and analyze this letter. First, the 
President tells us that the Democratic Party "without forget
ting its \ery origin," can not advocate an illiberal policy in the 
matter of immigration; second, "that America has always been 
proncl to open her gates to everyone who loved liberty and 
sought oppo1'tunity "-not who can read and write, not who 
po esses an education, but to "-everyone who loves liberty and 
seeks opportunity," and then he gi\es this assurance: 

And she will never seek another course under the guidance of the 
Democratic Party. 

But now, lest there should be any . m1sunderstanding or mis
take, he proceeds, with that clearness which characterizes all 
of his utterances, to specify exactly the kind of people that 
should be excluded: 

Criminals must not be admitted. Those who are dlseased or defec
tive must be excluded in order to safeguard the physical integrity of 
our people. Neither can we reeeive those who are unable to support 
th(>mselvcs_ And we should see to it that those who CQllle are not un
fitted to enter into the life of the country. 

i 

whose character is so exalted as to make a breach of faith im
possible." 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\1r. CHILTON in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Utah? 
.Ur. RE-ED. I do. 
l\fr. SMOOT. There are very few Senators present. I sug

gest the absence of a quorum. 
T.be PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 

roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an

swered to ltheir names : 

.Ashurst Fletcher McLean Smitb, Md. 
Borah Goff Martine,_N, :r. Smoot 
Brady Gronna Norris Sterling 
Bristow Hardwick Oliver Stone 
Bryan Hitchcock Page Sutherland 
Burton Hughes Perkins Swan on 
Camden James Poindexter Thomas 
Chamberlain Johnson Pomerene Thompson 
Chilton Jones Ransdell Thornton 
Clapp Kenyon Reed Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Kern Robinson Townsend 
Crawford La Follette Saulsbury Vardaman 
Culberson Lane Shafroth White 
Dillingham Lee, Md. Sheppard Wtlliams 
du Pont Lodge ·Simmons Works 

Mr. SWANSON. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
MARTIN] is detained from the Senate on account of death in his 
family . . He is paired with the senior Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON]. I will let this announcement stand for the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, in connection with that letter 
written by Mr. Wilson-for he was then l\Ir. Wilson, now our 
beloved President-! call attention to another letter. 

A SENATOR. How much you love him. 
Mr. REED. Oh, I will be found with him, holding up his 

hands, w.hen very probably some of those who fawn upon him to
day and who smile and cry out when I use the term " beloved 
President " are helping to tear him to pieces. I now direct atten
tion to another letter, written on March 13, 1912, to Mr. Piotrow
ski, a Polish attorney of the city of Chicago, a man of learning, 
intelligence, patriotism, and a leader of the Polish people who 
live in this country. Mr. Piotrowski had called attention to 
certain passages in a history written by Mr. Wilson which 
seemed to l\lr. Piotrowski and others to reflect upon the Polish 
people and certain other European races. The lan~age em
ployed by Mr. Wilson in his history was at the date of the letter 
being employed in opposition to l\Ir. Wilson's candidacy for 
the nomination. As the representative of these Polish people, 
Mr. Piotrowski wrote 1\fr. Wilson, calling attention to the ob
jectionable language. Here is the President's answer. I read 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of August 23, 1912. l\11'. Sabath 
inserted the letter in his speech. When I recall how many, 
many thousands of them we circulated from the national com
mittee headquarters in Chicago among the foreign-born popula
tion of the United States, I am a little constrained to belie\e 
that Mr. SABATH put this letter in the RECORD as a part of his 

1 
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s eech because it could be thus con\eniently and cheaply cir-
1\ ;Culate<l. I read: 
f V MY DF...AR Mn. PIOTROWSKI: I remember with pleasure meeting you 

when I was in Chicago, and esteem it a privilege to reply to your frank 
and interesting letter of March 11. 

My history was written on so condensed a scale that I am only too 
well aware that passages such as you quote are open to misconstruc
tion, though I thmk theil' meaning is plain when they are fairly scru
tinized. No one who knows anything of the history of Europe can fail 
to be familiar with the distinguis' r.d history of the Polish people, and 
any writer who spoke without discrimination of members of that nation 
as constituting an undesirable element in population would not only be 
doing a gross injustice, but exhibiting a great ignorance. I did not 
know all of the facts you so interestingly set forth in your letter, but 
I did know in a general toav of the honorable and useful careers of the 
Poli-sh ciUzens of America and the self-respect and steady achievement 
cf the Polish comtn-unities •tohich have beetl long established in various 
parts of the country. In the passage quoted from my history, I was 
speaking of a particular time when it had become the practice of certain 
employet·s on this side of the water to import large numbers of un
skilled laborers, undet· contract, for the purpose of displacing American 
labor, for which they would have been obliged to pay more. They were 
drawing, in many cases, upon a class of people who would not have come 
of their own motion, and who were not truly representative of the finer 
elements of the countries from which they came. It was, of course, 
never in my mind to compare the normal immigrant from Europe with 
the Chinese laboret·. Indeed, I bad no discrimination in mind, which 
Involved anything more than calling attention to the fact that whatever 
might be the merits of the question as to the admission of Chinese into 
this country from the polnt of view of general public policy, the labor of 
the Chinese had been intelligent and extremely useful in many fields 
which they bad been permitted to enter. 

I know that a just and thoughtful man like yourself wll1 pay no 
attention to the miscellaneous misinterpretations which have been put 
upon the passage referred to, and that you will have already inter
preted my meaning as I have here endeavored to interpret it. 

Your letter bas very graciously afforded me an opportunity to make 
this explanation. 

Cordially and sincerely, yours, WooDROW WILSON. 
During the reading of the letter, which appears above in full, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 

arrived, House bill 19422, the District of Columbia appropria
tion bill, under the unanimous-consent agreement, is the regular 
o~·der of business. 

Mr. REED. 1\Ir. President, I desire to proceed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can not proceed 

now except for five minutes under the unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr. REED. The bill is now before the Senate. I am about 
to discuss the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will direct the Sec
retary to read the unanimous~onsent agreement, so that the 
Senator from Missouri may understand what it is. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. The Senator from Missouri was 
no doubt absent yesterday when we agreed to vote at 2 o'clock 
to-day upon the pending amendment to the appropriation bill. 

Mr. REED. Of course under the circumstances I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the agreement debate is 
limited to five minutes. 

Mr. REED. I will be obliged to the Senator from Maryland 
if he will permit me to finish reading the letter. It will not 
take O\er two minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Mis
souri allow the Secretary to read the unanimous-consent agree
ment? 

Mr. REED. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 

agreement entered into yesterday. 
The _Secretary read as follows : 
It is agreed by unanimous consent that on to-morrow, Tuesday, 

January 12, 1915, at not later than 2 o'clock p. m., the Senate will 
proceed to vote upon any amendment that may then be pending or that 
may be offered to the reported amendment of the committee on pages 
1 and 2 of the bill H. R. 19422, the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, and immediately thereafter on the sa.id amendment of the com
mittee, as amended or otherwise : Provided, That after the hour of 2 
o'clock p. m. no ~enator shall speak more than once nor longer than 
five minutes upon any single amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an amendment pend
ing offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH], 
which will be read. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent to include in my 
remarks without reading the balance of the letter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 19422) making appropriations to 
pro"Vide for the expenses of the go\ernment of the District of 
Columbia for the fi cal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other 
purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is the 
amendment offered lJy the Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHAF
BOTH]. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In Jieu of the matter proposed to be in· 
serted by the committee, on page 2 of the bill, insert the fol
lowing--

Mr. SHAFROTH. My amendment does not propose to vitiate 
anything the committee has done. It is in addition to that a 
qualification upon it ' 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the amendment proposed to 
be inserted by the committee insert the follo\Ying--

1\fr. SMITH of .Maryland. Mr. President, I suggest the ab· 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will rail the 
roll. -

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an
swered to their names: 
Ashurst Gore Myers Shively 
Borah Gronna Norris Simmons 
Brady Hardwick Oliver Smoot 
Bristow Hollis Page Sterling 
Burton James Perkins Stone 
Camden Johnson Pomerene Sutherland 
Chambel'lain Jones Ransdell Swanson 
Chilton Kenyon Reed Thomas 
Clapp La Follette Robinson Thompson 
Clark, Wyo. Lane Root Thornton 
Culberson Lee, Md. Saulsbury Townsend 
Dillingham Lodge Shafroth Vardaman 
Fletcher McLean Sheppard White 
Golf Martine, N.J. Sherman Works 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators have an· 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, the "Vote which is about to 
be taken I understand is upon the amendment which I offered 
to the pending bill, and it provides as follows: 

That from and -after the 30th day of June, 1916, 60 per cent of all 
moneys appropriated for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia shall be paid out of the revenues of said District and 40 
per cent out of the revenue~ of the United States. 

As we have under the rule five minutes' time to discuss the 
amendment, I desire to say a few words in relation to it. I be
lieve the discussion has developed an almost unanimous belief, 
or at least a preponderance of belief, that the half-and-half 
principle is wrong, owing to the fact that it makes the Gov
ernment of the United States pay too large a proportion of the 
expenses of the District of Columbia. I belie\e it is almost 
universally acknowledged that to throw the Government back 
to the old system of raising revenues upon the property of the 
District and not charging the United States Government any-

. thing, but the United States Government ·seemingly contribut
ing to it by reason of the presence of a great Capital here, with 
the neces.sary employees that it brings to the Capital, would 
not be frur. So I have proposed a measure which is in accord
ance with the report of a commission which was made about 
38 or 39 years ago, namely, that in the District there was 60 
per cent of private property and 40 per cent of public property. 
Whi~e the Distric~ has grown and the Government· has grown, 
I thrnk the relation between the two is about the same now 
that it was then. . 

I believe the P-roposition of dividing the expenditures by 
half and half lends to an extravagance upon the part of the 
District of Columbia that this amendment would in part at 
least avoid. In other words, while we have a half-and-half divi
sion of the expenses, it is natural for the people of the District 
to say, "Let us have the improvement; it will cost us only 
50 cents on the dollar. Let us have that expenditure and let 
us have this expenditure on anything that comes up." That 
being the case, I think it leads to extrayagance; and I believe 
that cutting down the Government's share to 40 per cent will 
haye a ten?-ency to make the people hesitate and say, "Well, we 
do not believe that we had better_ do it; we would have to pay 
60 per cent of this expenditure"; and so it would have a tend
ency to economy in the District government here. 

I _believe also that a principle of economy would pervade to 
such an extent that, by reason of the saving to the District -of 
Columbia, I doubt very much whether the people of the District 
of Columbia would have to pay any more taxes than they pay 
now. The fact is that they would not advocate and would not 
estimate for various improvements and they would avoid such 
expenditures under this arrangement that I propose. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that this is just and right. I 
believe it is too high to make the Government pay 50 per cent. 

Now, as to the date I have put for the commencement of the 
operation of this provision of 40 and GO per cent, you will 
notice that I have fixed the 30th day of June, 1916. The rea
son I have done that is this: Various amounts of assessments 
have been made, ann it is estimated that from those assess
ments already made the District of Columbia will raise 
$8,000,000 for the year ending June 30, 1916. It is said by thP 
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adYocates of tne· House 'measure that the surpiu's which exists 
by reason of having $ .000,000 at command when the bill calls 
for only fiye and n llalf million dollars, or perhaps $6 000,000, 
wouJd lea\e $2,000,000 raised upon the property of the District 
of Columbia, and they ~ay that money ought to be applied to 
the part which the United Stutes Government should pay on 
the half-and-half principle. I do not think that is right; I do , 
not think tha't is fair to the District; but if we fix the date at 
the 30th day of June, 1916, then we ha\e the Government of 
the United States and the District of Columbia on notice that 
after that time the ratio shall not be half and half but that it 
shall be GO and 40 per cent. 

It seems to me that in preparing their budget and determin
ing what expenditures they shall make, haying in new the 
proportion the District sh_all pay and the part the Government 
shall pay, as a matter of fact they could more nea'rly deter
mine what the District thinks is most important and what ap
propriation should be made for the District, and therefore there 
should be a year's time to consider the question. Then it 
would solve the question a to whethet· this surplus money 

·above the appropriations should be used on the part of the 
Goverument. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's time has ex-
pired. _ 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I desire to make the 
point of order against the amendment that it proposes general 
legislation upon an appropriation bill. It seems to me very 
clearly that it is general legislation. It provides that from and 
after the 30th day of June, 1916, this divi ion shall be made of 
60 and 40 per cent. It is \ery clearly not a limitation upon 
this appropriation bill or any item in it. It is a general rule 
which applies to the entire District for all time to come and 
does not begin• to operate until this appropriation bill has been 
completely carried into operation. It is therefore opposed to 
the provisions of Rule XVI, paragraph 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator read the 
rule? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It provides that-
No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to 

any general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment-

And so forth. 
1\fr. BRISTOW. Let me inquire if this is not simply an 

amendment of legislation. If ·the amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado is out of order, then the _amendment of the Sen
ate committee is out of order as legislation. 

1\Ir. SUTHERLA...'ID. No, l\Ir. President; because the am~nd
ment proposed by the committee is a limitation upon the various 
items of appropriation made by the bill, while this seems to be 
a change in the general law. 

Mt•. BRISTOW. In what way is it a limitation? 
· Mr. SUTilERLAND. The provision of the committee amend
ment is-

That one halt' o! the following sUl'Ds, respectively, is appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and the other 
half out of the revenues of the District o! Colombia. 

1\Ir. BRISTOW. In what way is that a limitation? 
1\fr. SUTHERLAND. It is a limitation upon all the appro

priations which are made, the limitation being that one-half 
shall be paid by the General Government and one-half by the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. SMOOT. Allow me to suggest to my colleague that the 
committee amendment is the present law; it doe not change 
the law at all. The House pronsion changes the law. The 
Senate committee amendment is simply a reenactment of the 
pre ent law. 

1\lr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Pre ident, I want to say that the 
Hou e provision----

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah has 
the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

1\Ir. SUTHEilLA~D. I yjeld. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state the ground upon which I be

lieve the amendment is relevant. There comes over rrom the 
Hou e of Representatives a provision which is a chano-e of an 
existing law, which is a permanent law. It is a change of that 
permanent law, and it proposes to change that permanent law 
by a provi ion in the House bill. We ha\e unque tionably a 
right to perfect any provision which comes over from the 
House. Consequently, in striking out the pronsion of the 
House I propo e to substitute a permanent measure, and it 
seems to me it is perfectly relevant in that it is not Uke a 
change of existing law when 1t is either not germane or when 
it is to ·some extent ·new. · We are discus ing the House plan 
and we are discu sing the principle of a half~and-half division 
of expenditures relative to the District ·of Columbia. The 
House has changed the la.w from the half-and-half · principle, 

shifting to the DistriCt of Columbia a larger proportion, and 
when I come here-

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques
tion? 

Mr. SRAFROTH. Certainly. 
l\Ir. NORRIS. I ask the Senator whether his amendment is 

~ substitute for the HouSe provision or for the Senate committee 
amendment. 

~fr. SHAFROTH. I do not see that that is material, because 
it is on the subject matter. 

l\Ir. NORRIS. I want to know, outside of the parliamentary 
proposition, when we come to vote on it, if we ever. do. If the 
Senator's proposition is a substitute for the R~nse provision it 
is a different propo ition as a matter of parliamentary law than 
though he substituted it for the Senate committee amendment; 
but, as a matter of fact there is still another difference that 
goes to the merit of it. I would vote for it in one case and \ote 
against it in the other. 

l\1r. SHAFllOTB. ify amendment comes up in this way : 
The Honse provision is stricken out by the committee. It is 
reported here as stricken out. The Senate committee reports 
an amendment to that. I want the Hom:e measure tricken out, 
but I do not think that the Senate committee amendment is ex
actly right. Surely I have a right to amend the Senate com
mittee amendment by adding thereto a certain qualification. 

l\Ir. NORRIS. Certainly the Senator has - a right to offer 
his amendment as a substitute for the Senate committee amend
ment, or he has a right to offer it as u substitute for the Honse 
provision. He can perfect either the amendment of the com
mittee, or he can perfect the text of the bill itself, but we 
ought to h.-now what the order is. 

l\Ir. JAMES. It would not be in order now, howe\er, as a 
substitute for the House pro\ision because the amendment of 
the Senate committee must be fir t acted on. 

Mr. NORRIS. We can per;fect the pro\ision of the bill. That 
will take precedence over an amendment tha is proposed to 
insert. 

l\1r. SHAFROTH. The effect of my amendment added to the 
committee amendment is to make the two a substitute for the 
House pro\ision, and inn much as the Hou. e provision deals 
with the change of law and does, as a matter of fact, change 
the law-~ 

· Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator offers his amendment to be 
added to the amendment of the Senate Committee on Appro
priations, then he has two propositions contained together that 
are absolutely contradictory. · 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; they are not contradictory. 
Mr. NORRIS. It C{lll be offered as a sub titute. I concede, 

to the Senate committee's propo ition to pay on the half-and
half principle that is standing side by side with another mat
ter in the same bill. It proposes that it shall be put on some 
other principle that is absolutely inconsistent. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Senator does not comprehend my 
amendment. My amendment is in line with the Senate com· 
mittee amendment uutil June 30, 1916, and then there is added 
the change. 

Mr. XORRIS. Then the Senator offers his amendment as an 
addition to the Senate committee amendment? 

1\fr. SHAFROTH. As a substitute for the House protision. 
It seems to me, that being the case, of cour e it is in order. I 
shall ask that the Senate committee amendment. together with 
mv language added to it, be adopted as a substitute for the 
House pro~i ion. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND.- Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will understand 

t1.£ point of order is- not debatable, except as the Chair may 
want to be enli~htened. 

nr. SUTHERLA.3D. I understaLl that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wants to be en

lightened upon the question of order. 
l\Ir. SUTHERLA.i\'D. In connection with what the Senator 

has been saying, I want to suggest to the Senator--
1\fr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 
Mr. SUTHERLAl\TD. The point of order which I make is not 

that the amendment proposed changes existing law, but as it is 
made it propo es general legislation. The Hou e provision, it !s 
true. proposes to change existing law; but as I read it is not 
general leo-islation. 

:Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, yes. 
Ur. SUTHERLA..."l\ffi. No; because it applies only to tbe 

appropriations in this bill. 
1\fr. SHAFROTH. N~ ; it is the general law. It says it" repeals 

all laws inconsistent herewith," and that evidently refers to 
existing law. 
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1\fr. SUTHERLAND. - Of course that would be so, but it 
would repeal such laws only in so far as this appropriation bill 
is concerned. - -

1\fr. SHAFROTH. Oh, no.-
1\fr. SUTHERLAND. Because they are only inconsistent dur

ing the life of this appropriation bill. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. No, Mr. President. 

' Mr. SUTHERLA.ND. When this bill has served its purpose, 
then Congress can deal with the subject an<-w in another appro
priation bill. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. This language-
Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator will permit me a moment, 

if it had specified that this provision of law which adopts the 
half-and-half principle. referring to it by section or otherwise, is 
unconditionally repealed, then the Senator would be right. The 
House provision, however, first of all provides that certain sums 
shall be appropriated, and then provides for a. division of those 
sums between the United States and the District of Columbia, 
and t~en says "all laws in conflict herewith are hereby re
pealed." It does not repeal the laws for all time or uncondi
tionally, but it only repeals them in so far as they are in con
flict with the provisions in this · bill ; and the repeal only ap
plies in so far as this bill is concerned. 

Mr. WORKS. 1\Ir. President--
·The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo

rado yield? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I was going to add, if the Senator will 

permit me, that however it may be construed, of course a point 
of order such as I am making against the Senator's amend
ment would not lie in this body to the Honse provision. 

1\fr. WORKS. Mr. President, I want to suggest that if this 
amendment was confined to-the appropriation to be made for this 
year, providing that it should be 40 per cent on the part of 
the Government and 60 per cent on the part of the District, 
then it would not be general legislation; but this is an attempt 
to legislate beyond the time when this appropriation can oper
ate, and is, I think, general legislation. 

Mr. S~IOOT. Mr. President--
. Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the point of order made by my col
league is well taken. We are dealing with an amendment now 
offered on the floor. The committee to which the bill was re
ferred could make amendments to the House provision. The 
House,· in passing the bill, could have repealed any law they 
wanted to repeal, and they did it in this provision. The Sen
ate committee had a right as a committee to make an amend-

• ment to the House provision, but under Rule XVI an amend
ment offered on the floor that is general legislation is not per
missible. That is the point of order made by my colleague, and 

·1 have not a doubt t;p.at the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Colorado is general legislation, as stated so well by the 
Senator from CaUfornia [Mr. WoRKS]. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I want to say that my 
amendment, added to the Senate committee amendment, consti
tutes a substitute for the Hou e provision. I say that the 
House provision is intended for general legislation and its 
words are in accordance therewith. Let me read it : 

That all moneys appropriated for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia shall be paid out of the revenues of said Dis
trict to the extent that they are available, and the balance shall be paid 
out of money. in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appro· 
priated, but the amount to bf> paid from the Treasury of the United 
States shall in no event be as much as one-half of said expenses, and all 
laws in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 

.Anyone who has examined the discussion that occurred in 
the House will see that the entire discussion was as to the 
change of the existing Ia w, the half-and-half principle, and 
that that provision was intended for the purpose of changing 
the ratio between the Government and the District of Columbia. 
It says in the first part that the following sums are appropriated, 
but this is a distinct and separate clause, and does not modify 
it. It does not say as applied only to this year. It simply is 
a general clause with relation to it. As a matter of fact, if it 
should IJe held that I should have to submit a limit it would 
be perfectly within the rules of the Senate to strike out the 
word "one-half," where it relates to the General Government, 
and insert in the Senate committee amendment "40 per cent," 
and to strike out "one-half," where it relates to the District 
of Columbia, and insert "60 per cent." That would apply 
only to the fiscal year; but I want to a\oid that, because I want 
the District of Columbia to bave the full benefit of all the 
moneys that they will collect under the assessments which 
they ba>e made. For that reason the amount of $3,000,000 
should go to _them, but unquestionably, if we were to make the 
amendment in accordance with that, simply striking out "one-

half!' and putting in "40 per cent," it ·would be a limitation 
,upon the amendment proposed by the committee, and conse
quently would be perfectly germane to it, but I do not think 
it would be a fair amendment to the District of Columbia, and 
therefore I propose to have it take effect June 30, 1916. 

:Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is well within the rule if be will 
follow the latter course, but the Senator is certainly outside of 
the rule in offering his amendment as he did. · 

1\Ir. SHAFROTH. But it seems to me I have a right to 
perfect any substitute, and ·the Senate committee amendment 
is a substitute. It strikes out all the text and inserts matter 
in lieu of it, and I have a right to perfect the substitute; and 
as the House provision ·changes the existing law and is general 
legislation, it seems to me both the Senate committee amend
ment and my amendment to substitute are in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. The House has a perfect right to change legis
lation, because they make up the appropriation bills. They can 
put anything in the bill they desire. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly; and--
1\Ir. SMOOT. An amendment could be made by the commit

tee of the Senate, but this is an amendment offered on the floor, 
and our rules are against accepting such an amendment when 
it embodies legislation. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Not where you can perfect a substitute. 
Unquestionably you can perfect the substitute. I propose to 
amend the substitute itself. This is a qualification upon the 
su bsti tu te. 

Mr. THOl\IAS. A parliamentary inquiry, 1\Ir. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his in

quiry. 
Mr. THOMAS. How long can a point of order which under 

the rule is not debatable be debated? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state frankly 

he does not know. The Chair supposes that he can hear Sena
tors on the question of the point of order. The Chair would be 
inclined. under ordinary circumstances to submit the point of 
order to the Senate; but inasmuch as we have a unanimou~ 
consent agreement to \Ote at 2 o'clock, the Chair supposes be 
might as well decide it. The Chair is of opinion that the point 
of order is well taken. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President. I desire to offer an amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky 

offers an amendment, which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page. 2, line 6, it is proposed· to sh·ike 

out the words !' one half " and to insert in lieu thereof the 
word "one-third " ; and, in line 8, to strike out the words 
" other half" and to substitute therefor the words " remaining 
two-thirds," so that if amended it would read: 

That one-third of the following sums, respectively, is appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasru-y not otherwise appropriated, and tbe 
remaining two-thirds out of the revenues of the District of Columbia." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend· 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, this matter has been de
bated so long that I trust we shall take a direct vote on the 
amendment propo ed by the Senator from Kentucky [1\Ir. 
JAMES]. His perfectly understood; and while I trust that the 
amendment will be defeated; I have no disposition to debate it. 

Mr. JAMES. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
1\Ir. WORKS and Mr. SMITH of Maryland addressed the 

Chair. 
The PRESIDIKG OFFICER. The Senator from California 

has the floor, as he first addressed the Chair. 
Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I have listened to a good deal 

of. this discussion upon the question of the half-and-half system 
of dealing with the financial affairs of the District of Columbia. 
It is simply a recurrence or a renewal of a di cussion that has 
been going on in Congress ever since I have been here. I think 
it is about time that we should take some definite steps to settle 
that question once for all. I do not think it should be settled 
in an appropriation bill. It seems to me that there should be 
some general legislation respecting this matter in justice to the 
people of the District of Columbia. 

Whether it is necessary that there should be a commission 
appointed for the purpose of ascertaining the facts, I am not 
so sure. It may be that Congress has sufficient facts now before 
it to enable it to legislate intelligently upon that que tion, but 
I am opposed to settling the question in this offhand way on 
an appropriation bill. For that reason, and not because I in
dorse the half~and-half system-for I ha\e very grave doubts as 
to whether it is a fair and just settlement of the finances as 
between the Government and the District of Columbia-but 
because this is not the time nor the manner in which that 
question should be settled I shall vote against the proposed 
change of the law as it exists to-day. 
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Mr. Sl\IOOT. 1\Ir: President, we are undertaking to change 

here the proportion of taxes that are to be paid by the Dis
trict of Columbia and the Government, forgetting that the law 
to-day fixes the rate o! taxation at 15 mills. If the valuation 
of property in the District is not sufficient at the rate of 15 
mills tax, then the expenses of the District could not be paid 
under the provisions of this proposed law. I think that this 
whole question ought to be settled by general legislation, and 
that at the same time not only the question of the proportion 
which is to be paid should be settled, but also the rate of taxa
tion which is to be fixed for the District of Columbia. The 
.people in the District have nothing to say about that; Con
gress has all to say; it is solely in its power. The one question 
should not be settled on an appropriation bill, leaving the 
other question entirely unsett:ed. 

1\lr. JA.l\IES. Mr. President, the amendment I have offered, as 
it must clearly appear to every Senator, provides that the Gov
ernment shall pay one-third of the expenses of the District of 
Columbia. Under the system of taxation in force now, under 
the laws passed by Congress. the District of Columbia is raising 
a sufficient amount of revenue to pay its two-thirds. That sys
tem of taxation, which is lower than that in any other city I 
.know of in the whole Republic, and allowing all character of 
securities to go untaxed. raises this amount of revenue. I 
think it is a perfectly just amendment; I think it is abundantly 
fair in e'ery respect to the District of Columbia, and I hope it 
will be adopted. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend-
ment. -

1\lr: GRONNA. Mr. President, I shall vote for the amend
ment submitted by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. JAMEs]. 
-I believe it will be fair to the people of this District if the 
Gon'rnment of the United States pays one-third of all the 
taxes. It must be evident. to every Member of this body and 
to eYet·y Member of the other House that some change will 
ha ye to ba made; it must be evident to every Member here . that 
the rate which has been prescribed by Congress limiting it 
to one and a half per cent is not satisfactory. There can be no 
injustice done the District by adopting the amendment pro
.posed by the Senntor from Kentucky. It has been admitted 
that $ ,000,000 will be raised by the District l!nder the present 
S\ tern of taxation. and a third more would be practically 
$S,OOO,OOO, or $11.000.0()0 in all. Suppose that there shall be 
a small deficiency. what of it? Congress can take care of that 
in the next District appropriation bill or in the deficiency bill. 

I predict that iu the near future some changes will be made 
in the laws relating to taxation in the District of Columbia, 
nnn thi.J seems to me to be the only way that we can begin to 
do it. I shall therefore vote for the amendment. 

Mr. BRISTO"'· Mr. President. it seems to me that the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
JAMEsl is equitable and just. I can not agree with my friend 
from ·california [l\Ir. WoRKS], who wants a commission or 
some scheme of that kind devised to consider this matter. A 
commission was appointed ·many years ago; it reported in 
fa Yor, so I am informed, of a division of 60 to 40. That was 
approximately 40 years ago. 

~r. WORKS. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 

yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. BRISTOW. I shall do so in just a moment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER.. ·.rhe Senator from Kansas de

clines to yield. 
?!Jr. BRISTOW. And Congress at the time, instead of follow

ing the recommendation of that commission, formulated the 
present plan of 50 to 50. 

As the Senator from California says, this matter has been 
under debate for years. I reinember it has been fully dis
cus ed in the newspapers and in the Halls of both branches of 
Congress. We are all fairly familiar with · it. Nobody can 
deny that the taxes per thousand dollars in the District of 
Columbia are less than in any city in the United States. 

Mr. WORKS. 1\Ir. President--
Air. BRISTOW. I yield to the Senator from California. 
l\Ir. WORKS. I only wanted to correct a statement of the 

Senator from Kansas that I have said that I desired the ap
pointment of a commission. I made no such statement as that. 
I am not at all sure that a commission is necessary in order to 
determine this matter. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Then I misunderstood the Senator. I haYe 
been diYerted time and ngain, and I haye probably confused 
that with remarks made by other Senators. 

I think we understand the matter well, and it seems to me 
that if 60 to 40, which. was recommended by a commission 
35 or 40 years ago, was just at that time, the enormous in
crease in the value of taxable property in the District since 

then is such that one-third to two-thirds would be equitable 
00~ . 

There is no reason why the people of the District of Col um
bia should be exempted from taxation and the burdens put 
upon the people of the United States, who are already paying 
good deal higher taxes than are the people in the District of 
Columbia. There is not a Senator here who lives in a city of 
5,000 inhabitants or more in the United States, who is not pay
ing a heavier tax on every dollar's worth of property he owns 
in such city than is paid in the District of Columbia. You 
can not justify such a discrimination against the people of 
the United States in favor of the people "of the District of 
Columbia, in my opinion. So I am pleased that the Senator 
from Kentucky · has offered this amendment. 
· I regret that the amendment of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. SHAFROTH] was ruled out of order; it was, in my opinion, 
an erroneous ruling; but nevertheless this amendment, if 
adopted and if it becomes the permanent policy of the Gov
ernment, certainly will be very much more equitable and just 
than is the present arrangement. 

Mr. VARDAMAN obtained the :tloor. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I merely wish to say a word; 
Mr. VARDAMAN. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, my views upon the pending 

amendment are in entire accord with those expressed by the 
junior Senator from California [Mr. WoRKs]. 

Mr. V ARD4-l\fAN. Mr. President, my obsenation is that a 
commission such as the one proposed to be created to take testi
mony and report a proper plan of government for the District 
of Columbia is often more for the purpose of delay than with 
a Yiew to perfecting a system. 

I want at the outset to disclaim any spirit of antagonism to 
the interests of the people of the District of Columbia. The 
good people of my own State who have honored me with a place 
in this great body have no better claim upon me to protect 
their interests than the citizens of the District of Columbia. I 
think the suggestion that Congress would do the residents o:f 
this favored spot of earth an injustice in the matter of taxa
tion is a reflection upon the pattiotism and intelligence of the 
Members of this body. 

Nor do I in any way share the opinion of Senators who haYe 
suggested that autonomy, the right of self-government, should 
be granted to this District. This District belongs to the United 
States, and its government is a function which the General 
Government should exercise for many reasons. The one all
sufficient reason is that we haYe once tried local self-~overn
ment here, and the utter incompetency of the negroes to per
form properly the supreme duties of citizenship, and the ease 
with which they were controlled by a lot of unscrupulous white 
politicians made the experiment a dismal failure. No thought
ful patriotic resident of the city of Washington would have 
that yenture repeated. 

Nor do I believe that the citizens of the District of Columbia 
should bear all the expenses of maintaining this city. I belie-ve . 
that the city should be supported in a way and that its affairs 
might be conducted in a manner which would make it a city 
worthy of this great Nation, and in which every citizen of the 
Republic will take a just and pardonable pride. 

I am opposed to taxing the people of this city any more than 
the people of other communities situated as they are aD taxed 
upon their property for every adYantftge which they enjoy 
at the hands of the municipality. All that may be lacking to 
carry out the plan of managing this city as the Capital of the 
Nation ought to be contributed by the General Government. 

I have heard it asserted here, and I think without contra
diction, that the taxes paid in this city upon real estate are less 
than the taxes levied in the great majority of other cities
the:y: are very much less than the taxes paid in the little city in 
which I live-and that a large part of the invisible, intangible 
property which ought to bear taxation escapes altogether. If 
that be true, it is little short of an outrage. It is an injustice 
to the taxpayers of the entire Nation outside of the District of 
Columbia, and to permit the system to remain longer in vogue 
inYoh:es a serious neglect of the first duty devolvifl:g upon the 
Members of this body. I will not be a party to such a derelic~ 
tion. 

The suggestion has been made that if you tax property in the 
District under a rigid and radical law men will leave the com
munity. That means if you make the plutocratic tax dodger 
do his duty to his Goyernment he will trek. Well, the mnn 
who does not want to bear his proportion of the burdens of the 
Government whose laws he invokes for protection in the enjoy
ment of his rights and the privileges of citizenship is not a 
good citizen, and the community is better off when he gets out 
of it. Such a person is an .outlaw of the least desirable type, 
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notwithstanding the fact be may swim swiftly in the · soci:il 
current. 

I am going to vote for the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Kentucky, because I know it will not work an injustice 
to the Di trict of Columbia or to its citizens. On the contra1·y, 
I think it right and far !Jetter than the committee amendment~ 
I prefer however, the provision of the House bill as it came 
to us, which requires the e:xpen es of the city to be paid out of 
the re\'enues derived from taxation upon the citizens of the 
city as far as it goes, the balance to be contributed by the 
General Go-rernment, and I sincerely hope that the House 
pron ion may be adopted by the Senate and that the amend
ment offered by the Senate committee may be rejected. 

)Jr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, this question bas been dis
cns.·ed probably as fully as is required. but it seems to me tllat 
it would be a very unwi e step to take, witll the information 
we :..ta\'e, to change the method -:vhich now prevails of pro'\"id
inO'· for the expenses of the District of Columbia. 

It bas been stated here, and not denied, that some 20 laws 
now on the statute books affecting the District of Columbia 
would be repealed by the pending provision, or at least would be 
seriously affected by it Has anybody traced that suggestion 
out to ascertain bow far it wou1d lead? Have all the results 
been ascertained? Certainly no business man would proceed 
blindly in this way. 

It has been stl:lted that there is no danger of any injustice 
being done the Di trict of Columbia. I do not assume that 
there is any Member of the Senate who wishes to do an in
justice to the District, and yet if it is true, as it seems to be 
admitted-at least it has not been denied-that 60 per cent of 
the property in the Di trict is owned by individuals and 40 per 
cent by the Government, then certainly the half-and-half provi
sion is not nnjust when the fact is considered that the 60 vcr 
cent haYe not one word to say about what is done with their 
property and thnt the 40 pel' cent determines what impro~e
ment shall be made, and therefore what taxes shall be levied. 

The expen~es of this city are probably greater th~an those of 
any other city of like size in the United States. The improve
ments here are greater and more extensive. The Go'\"ernment, 
and it alone, determines those impro'\"ements. The city, if it 
was master of its own affairs and paid all of its expenses, would 
not go ro far as the Federal Government has gone. And yet 
this is the Capital of the Nation. It should be the ~ery best 
and mo t modern city in the world, and the Government, which 
absolutely controls all, should pay at least that portion of the 
expen es of this District which the demands (Jf a National 
Capital require. At any rate it is the part of wisdom to know 
what we are doing in order that the Senate may not blindly do 
an injustice in the exercise of its arbitrary power over the 
District. 

We are interested that the money appropriated shall be hon
estly expended and that the people not only of the District but 
of the United States, to whom this city belongs, shall get the 
worth of the taxes which are levied and paid out in the District. 

I ('!O not know whether or not we are prepared to pass on this 
subject a a matter of legislation outside an appropriation bill. 
I .am not sure that, with pre ent information, a wise substantive 
law could be enacted. The questions involved are complicated 
and of great importance. A commission working through the 
summer would, in my judgment, be highly serviceable. There
fore it seems to me that we bad better not disturb the present 
arrangement until we are sure that the thing we propose to 
substitute for it is better for all parties concerned. I am con
strained by these considerations to vote against all propositions 
to change exi tiug law until after fuller information it shall 
be found inequable and until a better plan is presented. 

l\lr. SRAFROTH. Mr. President, I desire to move to amend 
the amendment by in erting "40 per cent and 60 per cent." I 
recognize the fact that, in the first instance, the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky is an amendment to the amend
ment of the committee, the Senator from Kentucky having 
moved to strike out the words "half-and-half" and in ert 
"one-third and two-thirds," but it is very clear, it seems to me. 
that Rule XVIII perm1ts me to make the motion to amend the 
aruendment. I will read that rule. It is as follows: 

If the question in llebate contains several propositions, any Senator 
may have the same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, 
wbich shall not be divided; bot the rejPctlon of a motion to strike out 
nnll insert one proposiUon shall not prevent a motion to strike out and 
Insert a different proposition : nor shall it prevent a motion simply to 
strike out; nor shan the rejectJon of a motion to strike out prevent a 
mot!on to strike out and in.ert. Bot pending a motion to strike out 
and insert, the part to be stricken out and the part to be inserted 
shall each be regarded for tlle purpose of amendment as a question; 
and motions to amend the pa.rt to be stricken out shall have precedence. 

Mr. Pre ident, it seems to me, according to that rule, that I 
have a right to moTe to insert--, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr: WHITE in the chair). The 
Chair will state that the motion is in order, but the Senator is 
out of order in discussing the question before there is any, 
point of order made. 

Mr. JAMES. I make the point of order that the amendment 
is in the third degree and out of order. I do not think there is 
:::1y doubt about it. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, it seems to me that 
the Senator from Colorado can not r>resent . this motion, and 
that the rule which be read shows that he can not do so. There 
is pending a motion to strike out and insert. There is then a 
motion to amend the portion to be inserted. The rule pro
vides that we can vote down a motion to amend the part to be 
inserted, and, after voting down the proposition to amend, 
can present another proposition to amend it. Those of us who 
think the proposed di'\"ision on a basis of one-third and two
thirds extreme and who wi h to vote with the Senator from 
Colorado for a di'\"ision of 40 and 60 per cent can ~ote against 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky; and after that 
has been voted down, if it shall be voted down, then the motion 
of the Senator from Colorado will be in order and can be 
presented. 

Mr. SHAFROm. M:r. President, then bow does the Senntor 
dispose of Rule XVIII, which says expressly, as I understand~ 
that such a motion as I have made can be submitted and 
entertained? It seems to me that tmder that rule the amend
ment I have submitted is in order. I thong~t the rule was the 
other way, but when my attention was called to Uule :XVII'I 
it seemed to me clearly to fortify the position I have taken. 
1\fy motion becomes the first motion to be considered, and then 
if it is overruled the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
y,rill be the next question. · 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado, I 
think, is well within his rights in offering the amendment whkh 
be has offered as an amendment to the amendment; but be is 
wrong in inYoking Rule XVIII, because that rule applies to 
cases where a substitute bus been offered. Where a sub titute 
is offered the right is given to perfect the ubstitute before 
offering it for the original proposition, but that does not apply 
in this instance. Howe'\"er, the motion made by the Senator 
to amend the amendment offered by the Senator from Ken
tucky is in order under the rules of the Senate. 

1\!r. STIAFROTH. That is my motion. 
Mr. SMOOT. The criticism I offered was against in'\"oking 

Rule XVIII to sustain the position ·the Senator .has taken, 
because in my opinion, that rule does not sustain it. 

Mr. S~fiTH of Georgia. 1\!r. President, as I understand, the 
original amendment is that reported by the committee, which is 
an amendment offered to the original House text. That is fol
lowed by the motion of the Senator from Kentucky to amend 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. S~100T. That is an amendment in the fir t degree. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Then follows the amendment of 

the Senator from Colorado, which would clearly be in the third 
degree, and I do not think it would be in order. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That would be true in the absence of 
:-:ule XVIII, but under Rule XVIII, as I see it, my amendment 
becomes in order. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion to amend is in order, and therefore overrules 
the point of order made by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
JAMES]. 

Mr. V ARDAl\lA.N. As I understand, then, the motion of the 
Senator from Colorado is a substitute for the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Kentucky? · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is its effect. 
Mr. V ARD.A...'iAN. Then we are voting on the amendment 

offered by the Senator from Colorado to the amen!lment offered 
by the Senator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct. 
Mr. NORRIS. I ask for the yeas and nay's. 
Mr. SUITH of Maryland. 1\Ir. President, I hope that neither 

of the amendments will prevail. I do not know that every 
Member of the Senate is aware of the fact that there is before 
the Senate an amendment providing for the creation of a com
mission to thoroughly investigate this matter and report at tb.e 
next se sion of Congress. It does seem to me that in a matter 
of such great importance no Senator ought to refuse to secure 
all the information possible upon the subject. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary

land yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. In a few moments I will gi'\"e way. 
Mr . . JOl\TES. I merely want to ask if the Senator knows tbnt 

there will be no point of order interposed against the commission 
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proposition, because it would be clearly subject to a point of 
order? 

Mr. S:\1ITH of 1\Iaryland. I am only stating my objections 
to the amendments which have been offered to the pending 
measure. It does seem to me that there should be no objection 
to our getting all the information possible before we decide 
upon a question of such great importance to the people of the 
country and of the District of Columbia. For the life of me, 
I can not see why anybody should object. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. V ABDA..MA.N] just now re
marked that he thought that the amendment providing for a 
commission was offered for the purpose of delay. I want to 
say to him and to the Senate that I have had something to do 
with that proposal, and, so far as I am concerned, I want no 
delay; but I want justice to the National Government and jus
tice to the District of Columbia. I say it is a subject that 
should be investigated, and all the information possible should 
be obtained upon it. We should not stand here on the floor 
and guess at what would be a proper proportion for the Gov
ernment to· pay and what would be a proper proportion for the 
District of Columbia to pay. 

Under the proposed amendment providing for a commission 
to investigate this subject there would be no needless delay. 
The fact is that the Senator from Colorado, under the amend
ment he has offered, postpones any change until June. 1916, 
whereas under the amendment providing for a commission to 
investigate the subject the question could be brought before the 
next session of Congress and then decided, and certainly that 
will be in advance of the time proposed by the Senator from 
Colorado. 

I do not say that the present system under which the District 
pays uO per cent and the Government pays 50 per cent of the 
expenses of the District government is right. I do not know, 
and I want to know. Therefore I want an investigation, and 
I want all the information that can be obtained by a commis· 
sion. I hope the Senate will take that view of it. Let us get 
at this matter in a businesslike way and secure all the informa
tion that can be obtained. After getting that information we 
certainly can vote more intelligently than we can at this time, 
when any action we might take would largely be a matter of 
guesswork and patchwork. 

This amendment, · it seems to me; is new legislation. It 
abolishes the organic law and substitutes for it an arrange
ment under which a different proportion will be paid by the 
Government and by the District of Columbia than under the 
present system. I· hope that the amendments will not prevail. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I asked the question I did of 
the Senator from Maryland in perfect good faith, because if 
the amendment providing for a commission is to be put on the 
bill I might vote differently upon some of the amendments. I 

. hope that it will be put on the bill. I do not like the idea of 
disturbing the whole fiscal arrangement on this bill by an 
amendment that only goes for a year at best. The whole matter 
will come up again when we have another District of Colum
bia appropriation bill. 

I was very much m favor of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH] to have the division 
of 40 and 60 per cent take effect in 1916, because I felt that 
prior to that time we probably would have the report of this 
commission and the Senate, when they acted upon the matter, 
if they tho'nght it was not proper to continue that provision, 
would make whatever change was necessary. I do not feel 
that I would be justified under the circumstances in voting to 
change the 50 per cent plan; but in voting that way I should 
like to have this provision for a commission in the bill, not for 
the purpose of delaying the matter, but for the purpose of doing 
justice to the District of Columbia in a proper way, for the 
purpose of having submitted to the Senate some data and in
formation upon which we can act and make permanent legisla
tion. and not have this contest come up every year upon every 
appropriation bill. 

So I hope no point of order will be made oh the proposition 
for a commission, and that we can provide for that, so that 
we will be ready, when the next bill comes around, to enact 
permanent legislation. I think I shall be disposed to vote 
against the amendment of the Senator from Colorado now, 
because it would take effect immediately, and it looks as if we 
are simply trying to grab the $2,000,000 of extra money that 
will be raised by taxation in the District. 

I think there was much merit in the proposition first sub
mitteu bv the Senator from Colorado, but I do not think there 
is in the ·last. 

1\tr. STERLING. Mr. President, just a word suggested by the 
statement of the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNEs] that be 

hopes no point of order will be made against the tax-commission 
amendment. . 

I think that if any one thing has been demonstrated by this 
discussion-and I have listened to it with great interest, and 
I have heard, I think, nearly all of it-it is that there is a 
necessity for a tax commission to investigate, first, the question 
as to what proportion of the expenses of the Disttict of Colum· 
bia should be paid by the General Go\ernment and what pro
portion by the District itself. Secondly, Mr. President, there 
should be a commission to investigate other questions to. which 
the tax laws of the District apply, or to which proper tax laws 
should apply; namely, the basis and the rate of taxation, to 
which the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] alluded yes
terday. 

Mr. President, in order that Senators may ha\e in mind 
clearly the proposition with reference to a tax· commission, I 
wish to read the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] yesterday. It provides for the ap
pointment of a joint select committee for these purposes. I 
read-
whose duty it shall be to prepare and submit to Congress a statement 
of the proper proportion of the expenses of the government of the Dis
trict of Columbia, or any branch thereof, including interest on tbe 
funded debt, which shall be borne by said District and the United States, 
respectively, together with the reasons upon which their conclusions 
may be based. 

Now, I want to call particular attention to the other features 
of this proposed amendment. It further provides as follows: 

That said committee be further authorized and directed to investigate 
the tax: laws applicable to the District of Columbia, together with all 
questions relating to the classes and kinds of property taxable there
under, as well as all questions relating to the basis and rates of taxa
tion of such property, with a view to any necessary change in or re
vision of said laws; and that said committee shall make report of its 
findings and recommendations to Congress at the beginning of the next 
regular session. 

.Mr. President, it seems to me, in view of the \ariety of opin
ions here concerning the proportion that the Government should 
pay and that the District should pay of the expenses of the Dis
trict of Columbia, some insisting that the proportion should be 
40 and 60 per cent for the Government and District, respec· 
tively ; others 50 and 50, and ·others 33! per cent to 66! per 
cent; considering this variety of opinion, and considering also 
the further and very important questions relating to th~ basis 
of taxation and the rate of taxation, the proper course for this 
year would be to adhere to the half and half plan, and mean
while send all these questions to a joint committee or commis
sion. We can not discuss them intelligently here in the lim
ited time we have, nor arrive at any just conclusion 1n regard 
to these important questions. The time at which the select com
mittee is required to report is not long, and the $1,800,000 now 
in the Treasury can be devoted by this Congress, as I under· 
stand, to purposes of improvement, the amount to be met now 
or at some subsequent time by a direct appropriation by the 
Government of its like sum of $1,800,000. It seems to me that 
this is the wise course and the sane course to pursue at this par
ticular juncture, rather than to attempt by this bill to change the 
amount to be paid by the Government and District, respectively. 

In this connection, Mr. President, are we ready, for example, 
to adopt the plan of assessing intangibles or moneys or credits 
at their full value? It is one of the most difficult problems in 
all taxation. It is a question to which a joint committee ought 
to give attention. They are not now taxed. But while I be
lieve in a provision that will require the taxation of moneys and 
credits, I am not satisfied as to the bas]s on which they should 
be taxed, and would like to see the results of a committee's in
vestigation of that subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
SHAFROTH] to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. JAMES]. 

Mr. JAMES and- Mr. KENYON called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. -

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
Mr. JAMES. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The vote will develop that. 
Mr. OVERMAN. The absence of a quorum being suggested, 

I think the roll must be called. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been 

ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary proceded to call the roll. 
During the roll call, 
Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, a parliamentary in

quiry. The absence of a quorum has been suggested. Tbere 
seems to be a misunderstanding as to what this roll call is for. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand 
that the absence of a quorum was suggested. The 1}uestion is 
on th-e adoption of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
SMITH] suggested the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. JAMES. I make the point of order that the roll call 
can not be interrupted. The roll call has been ordered b_y the 
Chair on the amendment of the Senator from Colorado. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the calling 
of the roll is now in order. The Secretary will proceed with 
the calling of the roll. 

Mr. S:\UTH of Maryland. I will ask the Chair what is the 
proposition before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition ·before the 
Senate is the amendment of the Senator from •Colorado fMr. 
SHAFROTH] to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. JAMES]. ' 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Pr£:sident, is -not the call of the roll 
the matter before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 
Mr. GALLli~GER. Let it proceed, then. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The .Senator from New linmp

shire is correct. 
The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 
Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 1: have a :pair 

with the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER]. 
A!' he is not present, I withhold my ·vote. 1 Bhould like to have 
this announcement stand for the day. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I make the point of order that it is out 
of order to call the roll for a vote pending the ·suggestion of the 
absence of a quorum, which was made by the Senator from 
Maryland. 

11r. CLARK of Wyoming. Regular order ! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1.1hat .assumes that a call for 

a quorum has been made, but the Ohair understands that 1he 
call for a quorum llas not been made. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of 1:he -roll. 
Mr. FLETCHER (w.hen hisname_was called). I have a .gen

eral pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming Uir. WARREN]. 
.As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. NELSON (when llis name was called). 1 .have a pair 
~ith the !O:enior Senator _from \irginiu [Mr . .MARTIN], .and there
fore withhold my vote. 

Ur. REED (when his name ·was called). I am 'J)aired with 
thE> senior Senator from Michigan '[Mr. 'SMITH], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). 1: transfer my 
'Pair with the senior Senator from :Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] 
to the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDs] and vote 
"nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. SUTHERLAJ.~. I inquire whether the senior Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] has voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I haYe a pair with that Senator, which 

I transfer to the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. STEPHEN· 
soN] and will Yote. - I vote "nay." 

Mr. CHILTON. I transfer my 'Pair with the junior Senator 
from .New l\1exico [Mr. FALL] to the senior Senator from 
NeYada [Mr. NEWLA!\TDS] and vote "nay." 

Mr. WALSH. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. LIPPITT]. In his absence I refrain 
from voting. 

Mr. GRO~"NA. 'I wish to announce that ·my colleague [M:r. 
McCuMBER] is necessarily absent from the city. He is paired 
with the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAMDEN]. 1 wish 
to state, however, that on this question, if my colleague were 
present, he would -rote "nay." 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been requested to nnnounce the 
following pairs : 

The senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BnANDEQEE] with 
the junior Senator from .Arizona [Mr. SMITH] ; 

The senior Senntor from Michigan [Mr. SMITH] with the 
junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED]; and 

The junior Senator from ·~aine [l\Ir. BuRLEIGH] with the 
junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. HoLLIS]. 

The result was announced-yeas 10, nays 57, as follows: 

Borah 
Culberson 
Gronna 

Lane 
Norris 
Shnfrotb 

YEAS-10. 

Smitb,Ga. 
Stone 
'l'iliJnan 

White 

Ashurst 
Bankhead 
Brady 
Bristow 
Bryan 
Burton 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 
Clark, Wyo. 
Colt 
Cummins 
Dillingham 
duPont 
Gallinger 
Goff 

:t'{AYS-57. 
Hardwick Oliver 
Hitchcock Overman 
Hug-hes Page 
James Perkins 
Johnson Poindexter 
JonPs PomE>rene 
Kenyon Ransdell 
Kern Robin~on 
La Follette Root 
LE>e.,. l\Id. Saulsbury 
Loage Sheppard 
'McLean Sh~·man 
l\Iartine, N.J. Sh1vely 
Myers · Simmons 
O'Gorman Smith, Mil. 

• "OT VOTING-29. 
Branaegee 'Fletcher , Nelson 
Burleigh Gore Newlands -
Camden - Hollis Owen 
Catron Lea, Tenn. Penrose 
Clapp Lewis Pittman -
Clarke, Ark. - Lippitt Reed _, 
Crawford McCumber Shiellls 1 
Fall Martin, Va. - Smith, Ariz. 

Smoot 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Town end 

-vardaman 
~eeks 
Williams 
•Works 

Smith, :Mlrh. 
Smith, S.C. -
'tcpbenson 1 

Wn2sh-' -4'"' 
·warren · , 

So Mr. SHAFROTH's amendment to the amendment of Mr. 
JAMES was rejected. 

The PRIDSIDHTG OFFICER. The question i on the amend
ment of the ·Senator from Kentucky [1\lr. JAMES] to-the amend
ment of the committee. 

Mr. JAMES. I ask that the 'amendment may be stated to 
the enate for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary -will state the 
amendment 

'l'he SECBETABY. The Senator from Kentucky offers to amend 
as follows: 

On page .2, iline '6, strike otit "one-hair" and in crt "one-third"; 
and, on line 8, strike out the words " other half " and insert '' remain-
ing two-thirds." -

-Mr. GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nnys were ordered. 
1\Ir. ·S~IITH of Maryland. Mr. President, I desire to state 

again that 'I hope this a:mendment will not prevail. 
l\Ir. JAMES. I make ·the 'POint of order that that is the ec-

ond tim~ the ena.tor has spoken on this amendment. 
1\lr. GALLINGER. No; not on this amendment. 
1\Ir. JAMES. Yes; on this amendment. 
M.r. S~UTH of Maryland. I spok.e before on the other umend

meDt. 
:Mr. 'JAMES. It was on this amendment, Mr. President. The 

RECORD will show, if I am not ~mistaken, that the 
Senator has spoken twice upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays .have been or
dered. The ,Secretary will call the roll. 

-The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CHILTON (when .his name was called). Announcing my 

pair and its transfer as on the former vote, I vote ''nay." 
Mr. FLETCHER (w_hen his name was called). I make the 

same announcement ns before as to my pair and withllolu my 
vote. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I ha-re a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [1\Ir. MARTIN] and 
on that account wi thbold my Tote. 

.Mr. REED (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from .Michigan [.Mr. SAUTH]. I tra11 fer 
that pair to the junior Senator from South Carolina [:.\Jr. 
SMITH] and will vote. I Yote " nay." 

Mr. SUTHERL~'D (when his name was called). I again 
announce my pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [.Mr. 
CLARKE], which I transfer to the junior Senator from Wiscon
sin [Mr. STEPHENSON] and will vote. I vote "nay." 

1\Ir. 'VALSH (when his name was called). I again an
nounce my pair and my inability to vote on acrount of the 
absence of the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. LIPPITT]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Repeating the 
announcement made upon the last roll call, I desire to be 
recorded in the negative. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CLAPP (after having voted in the neO'atiYe). Mr. 

President, .in the confusion attending the reading of the amend
ment I did not observe tha.t it wa.s limited to the present 
appropriation. I desire to vote "yea." 

The 1·eault was announced-yeas 19, nays 491 a.s follows: 

Ashurst~ 
Borah 
Bristow 
Clapp 
Grorum 

J'ames -
Kenyon 
Kern .
La Follette 
Lane 

YEAS-19. 
Norris 
Overman 
Poindexter 
Shafrotb ~ 
Sheppard -

f 

Snively - ) 
Tillman . .-
Vardaman 
White _ 
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NAYS-49. 

Bankhead 
Brady ' 
Bryan -
Burton . 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 
Clark, Wyo. -
Colt • 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Dillingham 
duPont 
Gallinger 

Golf \..i 
Gore 
Hardwick -....~ 
Hughes -
Johnson - fl..). 
Jone 
Le~ M.d. 
Loo<>'e 
McL~an t..~ 
Martine, N.J.-
Mye.rs -
O'Gorman -N'! 
Oliver 

Page \H 
Perkins 
Pomerene 
ltansdell -
Reed -
Robinson -
Root _,~ 
Saulsbury - V""" 
Sherman 
Simmons
Smith,Md. 
Smoot ~ 
Sterling 

Stone -
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thomas -
Thompson-~ 

i~~~~ ~·~ 
Weeks 
Williams - ~ 
Works 

NOT VOTING-28. 
Brandegee Fletcher 
Burlei.,.h Hitchcock 
Camden Hollis 
Catron Lea, Tenn. 
Clarke, Ark. Lewis 
Crawford Lippitt 
Fall McCumber 

So :Mr. JAMEs's amendment 
mittee wa.s rejected. 

Martin, Ya. Smith, Ariz. 
Nelson Smith, Ga. 
Newlands Smith, Mich. 
Owen Smith, S. C. 
Penrose Stephenson 
Pittman Wal! h 
.Shields Warren 
to the amendment of the 

Tlle VICE PRESIDEiTT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. JA.l\IES. On that I ask :for the yeas anp nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. V ARDAMA.l~. I ask to have the amendment stated. 
The VICE PRESIDEXT. The Secretary will state the amend

ment. 
The SECRETARY. The committee proposes to strike 'out, after 

the enacting clause, all down to and including line 5 on page 2 
and to insert the following words: 

'fha t one haif of the following sums. respectively, Js appropriated 
ou t of any monev in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. and the 
other halt out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, in full for 
the following expenses o.f the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fi cnl year ending June 30, 1916, namely: · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
l\lr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I make the 

same announcement as to my pair and his absence and with
hold my vote. 

:;\1r. HOLLIS (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH]. If 
I were at liberty to vote, I shoUld vote "nay." 

1\Ir. ELSON (when his name was called). I ha\e a pair 
with tbe senior Senator from. Virginia [Mr. MABTIN], and on 
thn i accolillt withhold my vote. 

1\Ir. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). .Again 
announcing my pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas 
[hlr. CLARKE] I make the same transfer as before and '\"Ote 
"ye.'l." 

1\Ir. WALSH (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair heretofore announced to the junior Senator· from. Nevada 
Ll\Ir. PITTMAN] and will vote. 1 '\"Ote "nay." 

1\Ir. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Repeating tbe 
previous announcement, I vote "yea.'~ 

Tht=> roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CIDLTON. Making the same announcement as before 

as to my pair and its transfer, I vote "yea." 
The result was announced-yeas 46, nays 20, as follows: 

Ban.khcnd 
Brady 
Bt·yan 
Burt on 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 
Clark, Wyo. 
Culberson 
D.UI ingha.m 
do Pont 

· Gallinger 
Golf 

Ashurst-
.Bristow 
Clapp 
Cummins 
Gronna 

YEAs-46. 
Gore · 
Hardwick 
Hitchcock 
Hughes 
Johnson 
Jones 
Lee, Md. 
Lodge 
llcLean 
Ma.rtine, N. J". 
Myers 
O'Gorman 

Oliver 
Page 
Perkins 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Root 
Saulsbury 
Sherman 
Simmons 
Smith, M.d. 
Smoot 
Sterliug 

NAYS-20. 
;Tames 
Kenyon 
Kern -
La Follette 
Lane -

NOT 

Norris 
Overman
Poindexter 
Robinson 
Sheppard -

YOTING----30. 
Borah Fan Nelson 
Brandegee Fletche~ Newiands 
Burleigh Hollis Owen 
Camden Lea, Tenn. Penrose 
Catron Lewis Pittman 
Clarke. Ark. Lippitt Reed 
Colt McCumber Shafroth 
Crawford · Martin. Va. Shields 

Stone 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Tillman 
Townsend 
Weeks 
Williams 
Works 

Shively .... 
Smith, Ga. ~ 
Vardaman 
Walsh -
WWte -

Smith, Ariz~ 
Smith, Mich. 
Smith, S.C. 
Stephenson 
Thornton 
Warren ~ 

So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
PROHIBITIO:N OF LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. · 

Mr. 0 VERl\IA....~. I ask unanimous consent to submit a report 
from the Committee on Rules. • 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask that the Secretary may read . the 
report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will ~ read by the Secretary. 
The Secretary read the report (No. 901), as follows: 
In accordance with the notice given in writing on January 11 by the 

junior Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPABDl that he would make a ·mo
tion In accordance wlth said notice to suspend paragraph 3 of Rule XVI 
for the purpose of moving a certain amendment to the bill (B. R. 
19422) making appropriations for the expenses of the government ot 
the DIStrict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and 
for other purposes, said motion havincr been referred by the Senate to 
the Committee on Rules, and the committee having considered the same, 
does hereby make a favorable report and rec-ommend that for the pur
pose named and the consideration or the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas and all amendments thereto paragraph 3 of Rule 
XVI be suspended. 

l\Ir. SHEPPARD. I move the adoption of the report 
Mr. LODGE. I think that had better go over for a d..'ly. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I understand unanimous ~onsent has been 

given for the consideration of the report. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Only for its presentation. Tpere 

is an objection, and it goes ov~r. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Do I understand the ruling of the Chair to 

be that the report of the Committee on .Rules went to the calen
dar, or that it went over for a day? 

Mr. OVERMAN. It does not go to the calendar. I think . it 
goes over for a day, to be taken up to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDE~"T Under what rule does the report 
from a committee go o'\"er for a day? 

Mr. OVEIUIA.N. '.rhis was a notice submitted by the. Senator 
from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD 1, which was referred to the C6m
mittee on Rules, and we have reported it favorably. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes; but suppose it was? The 
Chair knows of no rule that a report of a committee goes over 
for a day. If it is not taken up, under, the ruling of the Chair 
it goes to the calendar. It may be taken up by unanimous con
sent or upon motion to-day or to-morrow or at any other time. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Am I right in understanding that 
t.he ruling of the Chair is that upon one objection the report ot 
the committee goes over for one day! 
• The VICE PRESID&~T. No; the ruling of the Chair is that 

the report of ·the Committee on Rules is the same as the report 
of a committee on a bill or on a resolution, or any other report 
that comes from a com~ittee. It goes to the calendar upon an 
objection to unanimous consent for its present consideration, 
'and ean be taken up either by unanimous consent or upon mo
ti.on, as any other matte-r that is upon the calendar. -

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I mor-e that we proceed to the con
sideration of the report of the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I rise · to a question of order. 
The VICE PRESIDErT. The Senator from Massachusetts 

will state it 
Mr. LODGE (reading): 
An reports or committees and motions to discharge a committee from 

the con ideration of the subject, and all subjects from which a com
mittee shall be discharged, shall lie over one day for consideration, un
less by unanimous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. 

Rule XXVI, section 2. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. That rule seems to be clear, Mr. 

President. I will withdraw my motion and renew it to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. V ARDA.MA.N. Mr. President, my understanding is that 
the only way the resolution offered by the Senator from Texas 
could be considered is by giving the notice he has given, which 
is that he would ask for a suspension of the rule, and so forth. 
That was done yesterday. When it came up for consideration 
in the Senate this morning it was referred to the Committee 
on Rules. The Committee on Rules has reported it back, and 
it seems to me the Senator from Texas ha:s a right to insist 
upon the amendment offered by him at such time as amend
ments are in order. If the measure goes to the calendar, the 
biU could be passed or disposed of without this amendment 
being acted upon at all. 

It seems to me the Senator from T~as has a right to insist 
upon the consideration of the motion at this time. It is offered 
as an amendment, and he has gi'\"en notice that he would offer 
it. He has complied with the rules of the Senate. The Com
mittee on Rules has reported, and reported favorably. I insist 
that it is the Senator's right to have the matter considered 
now, and that, too, without" regard to the report of the com
mittee. Rule XL is very clear, and to my mind there is no 
room for doubt or question as to the course which the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] 
should take. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There can be no doubt that under 
the second clause of Rule XXVI, which had escaped the memory 

1 
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of the Chair, the report of a committee, upon objection can not 
be considered to-day. It must go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I will wait until the Chair concludes his 
remarks. 

The VICE PRESJDE~"'T. That is the conclusion of my 
r(!marks for the present. 

l\fr. SHEPPARD. I give notice that to-morrow morning, im- · 
mediately after the conclusion of the ordinary morning business, 
I shall move to take up this motion. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington will 
state it. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to ask the Vice President if, when the 
time comes for the Senator from Texas to propose his amend
ment, and that is done, it would not be proper to consider this 
report from the committee making that amendment in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is not inclined to rule 
ahead of time. He has trouble enough ruling at the time. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPBOPBIATIONS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 19422) making appropriations to 
provide for the expenses of the Government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other 
purposes. 

The reading of the bill was continued. 
The next amendment" of the Committee on Appropriations 

was, under the head of " General expenses," on page 6, line 10, 
after the words " survey officer," to strike out " $1.800" and 
insert " $2,000 " ; in the same line, after the word " clerks," to 
strike out " one $1,000, one $900 " and insert " two at $1,000 
each " ; and in line 13, after the words " in all," to strike out 
"$47,476" and insert" $47,776," so as to make the clause read: 

Auditor's office : Auditor, $4,000 ;. chief clerk. $2,250; bookkeeper, 
$1,800; accountant, 1,500'; clerks-three at $1,600 each, tht·ee at 
$1,400 each, one $1,350, four at $1,200 each, five at $1,000 each, one 
$036, two at $900 each, two at $720 each; messenger, $600; property 
survey officer, $2,000; clerks-two at $1,000 each ; disbursing officer, 
$3,000 ; deputy disbursing officer, $1.600; clerks-one $1,200, two at 
$1,000 each. one $900; messenger, $600; in all, $47,776. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, line 4, after " $600," td 

insert "laborer, to be employed not exceeding six monthS, during 
the busy seasons, at $40 per month, $240," and in line 5, after 
the words~· in all," to strike out "$1,500" and inse.rt "$1,740," 
so as to make the clause read: 

Fish wharf and market: Market master and wharfinger, who shall 
have charge of the landing of vessels, the collection of wharfage and 
docka~e rentals, and the collection of rents for fish houses at the 
municipal fish wharf and market, $900; assistant market master, who 
shall also act as laborer, $6QO; laborer, to be employed not exceeding 
six months, during the busy seasons, at $40 per month, $240; in all, 
$1,740. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, line 7, after the words 

~~ superintendent of,'' to strike out "weights, measures, and 
markets" and insert "markets, weights, and measures," and in 
line 9, after " $2,500," to strike out "assistants " ttnd insert "in
spectors of weights and measures," so as to make the clause 
read: 

Office of superintendent of markets, weights, and measures: Superin
tendent, $2,500: Inspectors of weights and measures-two at $1,200 
each, one 1,000; clel'k, $1,200; laborer, $600; in all, $7,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. Has 

there been a unanimous-consent agreement by which the com
mittee amendments are to be considered first. 

The VICE PRESIDE:NT. There has been. The bill is being 
read for action upon the committee amendments now. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'.rhe next amendment was, on page 10, line 10, after the word 

" one," to strike out " $620" and insert " $720," and in line 11, 
after the words ' in all," to strike out "$26,250" and insert 
"$26,350," so as to make the clause read: 

Municipal artchitect's office : Municipal architect, $3,600 ; superin
tendent of construction, $2,000; chief draftsman, $1,700; draftsmen
one $1,400 one 1,300; beating, ventilating, and sanitary engineer 
$2 000 · superintendent of repairs, $1,800; assistant superintendent of 
repairs: $1,200; boss carpenter, boss tinner, boss painter, boss plumber, 
boss steam fitter. five in all, at 1,200 each; boss grader $1,000; 
machinist, 1,200 ; clerks-<>ne $1,050, one $720; copyist, $846 ; driver, 
$540 ; in all, $26,350. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 
, The next amendment was, one page 10, Jine 10, after the 

words ''authorized by law," to strike out "$2,799" and insert 
"$4,000," so as to make the clause read: 

For fncidental and all other general necessary expenses authorized 
by law, $4,000. 

The· amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 20, after the word 
"Public Utilities Commission,'' to strike out "$5 ,278.96" and 
insert "$69,479.96," so as to make the clause read: 

In all, Public Utilities Commission, $69,4 79.9G. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, line 2, after the word 

"supplies," to insert "care or hire of teams," so as to make 
the clause read: 

For services of temporary draftsmen, comi?uters, laborers, additional 
field party when required, purchase of supplies, care or hire of teams, 
$5,575, all expenditures hereunder to be made only on the written 
authority of the commissioners. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, line 23, after the word 

"vehicles," to insert "also traveling expenses of librarian inci
dental to the acquisition of books, by purchase, gift, or exchange, 
in studying other library systems, at the discretion of the board 
of library trustees, not to exceed $300," s0 as to make the clause 
read: 

For maintenance, repairs, fuel, lighting, fitting up buildings, lunch
room equipment, purchase, exchange, and maintenance of bicycles and 
motor delivery vehicles; also h·aveling expenses of libt·arian incidental 
to the acquisition of books, by purchase, gift, or-excban~e, In studying 
other library s_ystems, at the discretion of the board of llbrary trustees, 
not to exceed :ji300 ; and other contingent expenses, $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading was continued to line 11, page 15. 
Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, I suggest ·he ab.sence of a. 

quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Ashurst Gronna O'Gorman 
Bristow Hollis Overman 
Bryan James Page 
Burton Johnson Poindexter 
Camden Jones Pomerene 
Chamberlain Kenyon Ransdell 
Chilton Kern Reed 
Clapp La Follette Robinson 
Clark, Wyo. Lane Root 
Culberson Lee. Md. Saulsbury 
Dillingham Lodge Shafroth 
Gallinger Martine, N. J. Sheppard 
Goff Myers Sherman 
Gore Nelson Shively 

Simmons 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Smoot . 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Vardaman 
Walsh 
White 
Williams 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-five Senators have answered 
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. The Secretary will 
proceed with the r~ading of the bill for action on the commit
tee amendments. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 11, 
page 15. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of " Contingent and miscellaneous expenses," on 
page 16, line 1, after the words " motor vehicles," to strike out 

. " $14,534 " and insert "$15,284," so as to read: 
In all, !or motor vehicles, $15,284. All of said motor vehicles and all 

other motor vehicles provided for in this act and all horse-drawn car
riages and buggies owned by the District of Columbia shall be used only 
for purposes directly pertaining to the public services of said District, 
etc. 

The amendment was agreed to . . 
The next amendment was, on page 17, line 14, after the words 

"water department," to insert "engineer water department, 
master mechanic water department," and in line 16, after the 
word ''sewers," to insert "assistant superintendent of the street
cleaning division," so as to make the clause read: 

Telephones connected with the system of the Chesapeake & Potomac 
Telephone Co. may be maintained in the residences of the superintendent 
of the water department, engineer water department, master mechanic 
water department, superintendent of sewers, assistant superintendent 
of the street-cleaning division, chie! inspector of the street-cleaning 
division, secretary of the Board of Charities, health officer, chief engi
neer of the fire department, and superintendent of police, under appro
priations contained in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, line 2, after " $5,000," 

to strike out "Provided tw·tl~er, That the provi ions of this 
parag1·aph sha1l not include the appropriations herein made for 
the .fire and police departments," so as to make the clause read: 

The commissioners are authorized, in their discretion, to furnish nec
essary transportation in connection with stric.tly official business. of. the . 
District of Coiumbia by the purchase of car tickets from app1:opnat10ns 
contained in this act: Provided, That the expenditures herem author
ized shall be so apportioned as not to exceed a total of $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to . 
Mr. BURTON. There is one question I should like to ask in 

regard to a paragraph which has just been pa sed over which 
was read somewhat hurriedly. On page 18, lines 5 to 9 read: 

The several street railway companies in the District of Columbia are 
authorized and required to transport free of charge all members of the 
Metropolitan police force and of the District of Columbia fire depart
ment when in uniform and in the performance of their duties. 

,1 
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'What would that mean with reference to members of the 

fire department, for instance? 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. We felt that it was just as im· 

portant that members of the fire department, when wearing 
uniforms, should be treated in the same man1;1er as policemen. 
That is the rule in most cities. 

Mr. BURTON. I concede that; but what is the test as to 
their being engaged in the performance of their duties? It is 
required not only that they should be in uniform but in the per
formance of their duties. I can hardly understand under what 
circumstances a member of the fire department, whose work 
requires the utmost haste, would be riding in a street car in 
the performance of his duty. 

Mr. Sl\IITH of Maryland. This is the language of the House. 
We did not care to change it. We do not know whether there 
is any special objection to it or not It came from the House in 
this way. We felt that certainly when not in the performance 
of duty they ought to pay like anybody else. I presume it was 
the idea that having on his uniform would be evidence that he 
was in the performance of duty. I do not know that any harm 
can grow out of it. 

Mr. BURTON. However, it raises the question in every case 
whether a fireman is traveling in the performance of his duties. 
A conductor might see him in uniform and be authorized to ask 
the question. " Under what circumstances are you riding on this 
car? Are you riding to a fire, or what is the occasion of your 
being here?" I call attention to it only because it seems to me 
it is not clear. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. It pertains not only to the fire 
department but to the police. 

Mr. CLAPP. The question does not go to the carrying of 
policemen or firemen. The point the Senator makes, it strikes 
me, is a vital one, and it should be made plain in some form. 
What effer.t is to be given to the words "in the performance of 
their duties"? It seems to me when a policeman or a fireman 
is in his uniform that should be the test, because as a rule they 
do not wear their uniforms when riding on the street cars un
le s either going to or returning from .their dutie . 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I think no trouble will grow out 
of it. If he has a uniform on, it is supposed that he is per
forming his duties. 

Mr. CLAPP. That is true, and that is just the point the Sen
ator from Ohio is making. It seems to me the fact that he is 
in uniform should be conclusive in itself. Now, there are added 
the words, in addition to the uniform, " and in the performance 
of his duties." 

. Mr. Sl\IITH of Maryland. It would be assumed if he was 
not in uniform that he was not performing any duty. 

Mr. CLAPP. Then why not strike out the words "and in 
the performance of their duties," so there ean be no question 
between a policeman or a fireman and the conductor of a street" 
car; and when a . fireman or a policeman was in uniform, that 
would be conclusive. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I do not think it makes any ma
terial difference either way. 

Mr. SMOOT. It may make this difference, that there may be 
a fireman who is not in uniform, and if a fire occurred he would 
Immediately go to it. • 

Mr. CLAPP. Under this language he could not ride free, 
because he must be both in uniform and in the performance of 
duty. 

Mr. SMOOT. That Is just what I -called attention to. 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. If you want to remedy it, substi

tute the word ·~ or " for the word " and." 
Mr. CLAPP. That would do it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. One other consideration occurs to me. 

These men have leaves of absence; they are not in the perform
ance of duty during leaves of absence, and I know of no reason 
why the street car companies should transport them free of 
charge. Again, if they go to their dinner, they are not in the 
discharge of duties, and they ought not to be then transported 
free. I have an impression that the provision is a wise one, 
that they shall be in the performance of duties. I do not im
agine that there will be any technical question raised, be
cause the street car companies say they are willing to ttans
port them free. 

Mr. SMOOT. -This is the language that has always been in 
the bill before. 

Mr. CLAPP. The word "or" should be inserted in place of 
"and." • 

Mr. SMOOT. There is a difficulty about that, I will say to 
the Senator. If you have the word "or" instead of "and;' 
then any fir,eman in uniform could ride on the street cars tree. 
If it merely read " in the performance of their duties," it would 
open the door for every fireman to ride anywhere at any time 

of the day, ·upon any occasion, by simply saying that he was 
in the performance of his duties. That would open the door 
for a great deal of wrong. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. That would be a matter for the 
street car conductors themselves to determine. · 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think it ought to be placed upon the 
street car conductors to decide. I think if it were left in that · 
way it would lead to differences between .firemen and street car 
conductors: 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. What would the Senator suggest? 
Mr. SMOOT. I ' will say to the Senator having the bill in 

charge it is best to leave it just as the House placed it I think 
less harm can come from that than to hav-e " and " changed to 
"or." 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I have no objection to leav-ing it 
as it is. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 7, after " 1890," 
to strike out "$2,500" and insert " $3,500," so as to make the 
clause read: 

For advertising notice ot taxes in arrears "July 1, 1915, as required 
to be given by act of March 19, 1890, $3,500, to be reimbursed by a 
charge of 50 cents for each lot or piece of property advertised. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 9, to insert: 
For the further equipment of the office of register of wills with 

metal file cases for the protection of the wills and records filed therein, 
$4,500. 

Mr. BURTON. I should like to ask a question. Is not the 
office of the register of wills already provided with metal file 
cases? 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. This is for an accumulation of 
papers, I will say to the Senator. They have reported to us 
they are not properly cared for, and we felt from the report 
made to us it was important that a provision should be made 
for their care. 

Mr. BURTON. I think the~e will be no disagreement upon 
this item, but do I understand that this is a departure, a new 
method of providing for the care of the records by furnishing 
metal file cases, or is it an enlargement of the facilities already 
existing? They now have metal file cases. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. This is an enlargement of their 
present facilities so as to take care of the accumulated papers. 

Mr. BURTON. While the honorable chairman is on his feet 
I should like to ask another question arising just a few 1 ines 
above. There is a provision " for erection of suitable tablets," 
beginning in line 1 at the top of page 20: 

Not exceeding the sum of $500 of the unexpended balances of the 
appropriations made tor this purpose by the acts of June 27, 1906, and 
subsequent District of Columbia appropriation acts, is continued avail· 
able for the fiscal year 1916. . 

Is it possible that appropriations made so long ago as the 
year 1906 ha\e not been covered back into the Treasury? 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. This is an unexpended balance, as 
I · understand. The bill came from the other House in this way. 

Mr. BURTON. But, as I understand, under the law passed 
in the early seventies any unexpended appropriation ~oes back 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator from 
Ohio that this appropriation has been made reavailable from 
year to year. 

1\!r. BURTON. Mr. President, I think it rather a peculiar 
way of making appropriations, to continue an available bal
ance made as long ago as 1906-more than eight years ago
year by year by sucp. a method of appropriation. Under the 
best method of making appropriations, it seems to me there 
should be a balance every year, and the bill should say just 
how much is to be used for the particular purpose. Indeed. I 
do not recall a reference to a balance remaining from prior 
appropriations which goes back so far as this. It is a trivial 
item, only a few hundred dollars, but it does not seem to me 
the best way in which to make appropriations. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. That may be true, but this is an 
unexpended amount that was made available for any object 
of this character, so far as it might be needed, instead of mak
ing a new appropriation. 

Mr. BURTON. In the mere matter of bookkeeping I should 
suppose this method would cause a great deal of complication. 

Mr. CLAPP. Does the acting chairman of the committee 
happen to be able to state offhand what is the total amount 
that has been carried forward from year to year? I merely 
ask for information, not that I· care to make any point against it. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. The amount is $500. 
Mr. CLAPP. Then this will exhaust that appropriation? 
Mr. SMITH ot Maryland. As I understand, it will. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. -The question is on --agreeing· to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

on page 21, after line 3, to insert: 
For constructing market bUildings on the site of the present municipal 

fish wharf and market, includrng refrigerating and cold-storage plant, 
which shall be equipped for the accommodation of such retail business 
as may obtain at that point and shall serve as the wholesale receiving 
and distributing point for marine and other products to be retailed 
elsewhere in the District, $200,000. · 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chair
man of the committee-this is a matter with whiCh I am not 
familiar-whether, under exis:ing law, this market will auto
matically pass into the control of anyone other than the Commis
sioners of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. S~HTH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator from 
Minnesota that this market will be built on Government prop
erty. We appropriated last year a sum of money to put the 
wharf in order. The Government controls it entirely. I will 
say, further, that it will bring, as revenue to the District of 
Columbia and to the Government, quite a large percentage of 
the amount that we ask shall be expended. 

Mr. CLAPP. · But there is no existing law under which it 
would automatically pass under the control of anyone else than 
the Government? 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. No, sir. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

proposed by the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
" Improvements and Repairs," on page 21, line 16, after the 
date "1916," to strike out "$89,400" and insert "$160,400," so 
as to make the clause read: 

Work on streets and avenues: For work on streets and avenues 
nruned in Appendix M, Book of Estimates, 1916, $160,400, to be ex
pended in the discretion of the commissioners upon streets·and avenues 
specified in the. schedules named in said appendix and in the aggregate 
for each schedule as stated herein, namely: 

Mr. BURTON. Is this amount of $160,400 a general pro
vision for the work on certain streets and are the later schedules, 
" Georgetown schedule, northwest section schedule," and so 
forth, a separate provi ion, or how is that? 

Mr. · SMITH of Maryland. It is the amount which the com
missioners claim is nece sary to do the work that they think 
ought to be done, they contending that the sum of $89,400 is 
not sufficient for that purpose. They came before our committee 
and impressed us with the belief that the sum which we report 
to appropriate was the proper amount which should be given, 
though _ I think we cut it down. 

Mr. BURTON. Is the appropriation of $160,400 separate 
from the items of the Georgetown and other schedules? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest that that is 
the aggregate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is the total of them all. 
.Mr. BURTON. Let me examine it for one minute. 
Mr. Sl\fiTH of Maryland. If the Senator will notice, those 

items make up that amount. 
Mr. BURTON. Yes; the $160,400 is the aggregate · of the 

items that follow. 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. That is correct. 
Mr. BURTON. What kind of work is this? It is not paving, 

as I understand. 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. It is for opening and grading, as 

I understand. ·. 
Mr. BURTON. Is not a share of the expense of doing this 

work assessed agaim:,t abutting property? 
.Mr. SMITH ot .Maryland. A part of this work is not pavi: 3. 
Mr. BURTON. A part of it is grading. Is that assessed 

against abutting property? 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. It is done under the present law, 

I will say to the Senator. It does include paving, the owners 
of abutting prop~rty having to bear~ part of the expense. 

Mr. BURTON. Is the Jaw providing that an abutting owner 
must pay a part of the expense limited to paving? 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. That is the law. Such owners 
have to pay one-half. 

Mr. BURTON. But in the case of grading they do not? 
Mr. Sl\IITH of Maryland. The property owners on each side 

of the street, re pectively, pay one-fourth, and. the balance is 
paid by the Government and by the District of Columbia . . 

Mr. BURTON. Does this item cover grading or paving, or 
both? · 

l\fr. SMITH of Maryland. It is f-or both, as I underst.'lnd. 

Mr: BURTON.· So this item incJudes only the share · taken 
from the genernl fund as paid for by the Government and the . 
District of· co;umbiu, and additional sums will be pro.vided by 
the abutting property owners? · . _ 

Mr. S~HTH of Maryland. That is my understanding. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The· reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next an;tendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

on page 21, llne 21, after the word " Schedule," to strike out 
"$6.400" and insert "$18,900," so as to make the clause read: 

Northwest ection schedule: $18,900. 

The amendment was agreed ·to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, line 22, after the word 

"schedule," to strike out "$18,500" and insert "$34,000," so 
as to make the clause read: 

Southwest section schedule : $34,000. 
The amendmen_t was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, line 23, after the word 

" schedule," to strike out " $35,000" and insert "$63,000," so as 
to make the clause read : 

Southeast section schedule: $63;000. 
'l'he amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, line 24, after the word 

" schedule," to strike out ~' $24,000" and insert " $39,000. ' so 
as to make the cia use read : 

Northeast section schedule: $39,000. 
The amendment , was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 25, before the word 

"feet," to strike out "40," and insert "45," so as to make the 
clause read: 

Repave with asphalt the granite block roadway pavement of Tenth 
Street NW., from Pennsylvania Avenue to the south side of B Street 
45 feet wide, $13,500. ' 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I should like to make an in
quiry there also. Is any part of the expense of repaving 
assessed against abutting property owners as well as tlle 
original paving? Cities have diverse regulations in regard to 
that. In some cities the -whole cost of original paving is leded 
upon the abutting property owners, and afterwards the munici
pality maintains it. What is the custom here in the District of 
Columbia? 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. Does the Senator ask what is the 
amount which abutting property holders have to pay? · 

Mr. BURTON. We ha-re here provisions for paving, while 
this last paragraph provides for repaving. Does the same rule 
regulating the division of the expense between the general f1md 
and the abutting property owners apply with reference to re
paving as applies in regard to the original paving? 

Mr. Sl\flTH of Maryland. Yes, sir; my understanding is that 
it does. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Can the Senator from Maryland 
point us to any statute covering the subject? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Georgia 
that the provision will be found in the last District of Columbia 
appropriation bill, which is a modification of the Borland 
amendment of the House of Representatives . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 

was, on page 23, after line 3, to insert: 
Repave with asphalt the granite roadway of r Street NW., between 

Twenty-eighth Street and Wisconsin Avenue, 30 feet Wide, $18,000. • 
Mr. Sl\fiTH of Georgia. I should like to ask what propor

tion the property holders pay of this appropriation? I have 
sent for the appropriation bill referred to by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [1\Ir. GALLINGER], but I have not yet seen it . 
Can -the Senator answer my question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The proportion fixed, I will say to -the· 
Senator from Georgia, by the last District of Columbia appro
priation bill was one-fourth by the abutting property holders 
on each side' of the street and one-half by the District of Colum-
bia and the Federal Government. · 
· I will say further to the S .Jator that I am not quite sure as 
to whether that covered repaving. I have an -impression that 
it did not. I think it simply covered the original construction. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not know that it ought to cover 
repaving. That is a very serious question--

Mr. GALLINGER. That was what we thought 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. For the reason that the property 

holder does not wear out that pavement. He having once paid 
his part of the expense for it, it is subsequently u charge on tlie 
public. 

,' 
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. Mr. GALLINGER. That is precisely the argument which in
fluenced the committee. The pavements were worn out by auto
'mobiles and carriages coming from all parts of the District 
and outside of the District. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I think that is 
quite usual. I know of no city where the repaving or repairing 
of streets is charged against abutting property owners. After 
a pavement is once constructed, it is certainly a part of the 
public duty to maintain it 
, Mr. GALLINGER. That is true. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
' The reading of the bill was resumed. 
· The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 24, line 2, after the word " reconstruct," to strike 
out "provided the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. pays one
half," so as to make the clause read : 
• Northwest: Canal Road, south side, retaining wall, reconstruct, 
grade, and improve, · $5,000. 
· 1\Ir. BURTON. Mr. President, what is the reason for that? 
.The House text provides that the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal 
Co. shall pay one-half. Why should that be stricken out? · 
: 1\Ir. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator that the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. have turned this -property over 
to the Goveriunent, and it is now the property of the Gov
~rnment. 
~ 1\Ir. J3UR,TON. And the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. no 
longer has any interest in it? 

1\ir. GALLINGER. No interest at all. 
. 1\Ir. SMITH of Maryland. None whatever. . 

1\fr. BURTON. 'Vhy should it ever have been put in the bill, 

then? · I M · f t' ft · · · · 1\Ir. Sl\UTH of Mary and. y m orma 10n, a · er mqmry, 1s 
that the property has been turned _over to the Government and 
that the canal company has no further interest in it. 
, Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Does not the canal company use it 
chiefly? 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. They do not use it at all. The canal 
~ompany, of course, use· the towpath on the opposite side of 
the canal, but this is a public street, and was given to the Gov
ernment by the canal company. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
· The reading of the bill was resumed. 
. The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 25, after line 6, to insert : 
. Northwest: Connecticut Avenue, Tilden Street to Grant Road, grade 
and improve, $30,000. 
. The amendment was agreed to. 
. The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 8, to insert : 

Northwest: Albemarle Street, Connecticut Avenue to Reno Road, 
grade, $6,000. · 
. The amendlnent was agreed to. 
. The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 10, to insert: 
' Northwest: Kenyon Street, Georgia Avenue to Park Place, grade and 
improve, $9,400. r 

· The amendment was agreed to. 
. The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 1~, to insert: 

Northeast·: Benning Road, end of macadam to Central Avenue, grade 
and improve, $4,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
' The next amendment was, on page 24, line 15, after the words 
" in all," to strike out " $103,300" and insert " $152,900," so as 
to make the clause read : 

In all, $152,900. 
· The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 4, after the word 
"truck," to strike out " ·$145,000 " and insert " $160,000;" so as 
to make the clause read: 

Repairs to suburban roads : For current work of repairs to suburban 
roads and suburban streets, including · maintenance of motor vehicles, 
tour motor cycles, and one truck, $160,000. · 
. The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on :page ZT, line 5, after ·the word 
" repairs," to strike out " $20,000 •• and insert " $22,000 " ; and, 
in line 13, after the word " deposited," to strike out ." in the 
Treasury to the credit of the United States and the District of 
Columbia in equal parts" and insert "to the credit of the ap
propriation for the fiscal year in which they are collected," so 
as to make the cia use read : 
· Bridges: For construction and repairs, ~22,000. This appropriation 
shall be available for repairing when necessary any bridge carrying a 
public stt·eet over the right of way_ or property of any railway company, 
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and the amounts thus expPnded shall be collected from such railway 
c-ompany in the manner provided in section 5 of an act providing a 
permanent form of government for the District of Columbia. approved 
June 11, 1878, and shall be depos~ted to the credit of the appropriation 
for the fiscal year in which they are collected. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under t)le head of '' Sewers," on 

page 28, line 8, after the word "basins," to strike out" $67,500" 
and insert "$75,000," s9 as to make the clause read: 

For main and pipe sewers and receiving basins, $75,000. 
· The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 10, after the word 
~ ·sewers," to strike out "$145,100" and insert "$175,000," so as 
to make the clause read: 

For suburban sewers, $175,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, line 13, after the word 

" sewers," to strike out " $1,000 " and insert " $2,500," so as to 
make the clause read: 

For purchase or condemnation of rights of way for construction, 
maintenance, and repair of public sewers, $2,500, or so much thereof 
as may be necessa-ry . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, line 19, after'' $50,000," 

to insert "to continue available until expended," so as to make 
the clause read: 

Anacostia main intercepter: For continuing construction of the Ana
costia main intercepter along the Anacostla River between the outfall 
sewer, sewage-disposal system, at Poplar Point, and Benning, D. C., 
$50,000, to continue available until expended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of " Streets," on 

page 29, line 8, after the word " exceed," to strike out " $25 " 
and insert '' $27.50 " ; and in line 10, after the word " ex
penses," to strike out "$270,000" and insert " $280,000," so as 
to make the clause read: 

Dust prevention, cleaning, and snow removal : For dust prevention, 
sweeping, and cleaning streets, avenues, alleys, and suburban streets, 
under the immediate direction of the commissioners, and for cleaning 
snow and lee from streets, sidewalks, crosswalks, and gutters, in the 
discretion of the commissioners, including services and purchase and 
maintenance of equipment, rent of storage rooms; maintenance and 
repairs of stables, hire, purchase, and maintenance of horses ; hire, pur
chase, maintenance, and repair of wagons, harness, and other 'equip
ment, allowance to inspectors and foremen for maintenance of horses 
and vehicles or motor vehicles used in the performance of official duties, 
not to exceed $27.50 per month for each inspector or foreman; pur
chase, maintenance, and repair of bicycles; and necessary incidental 
expenses, $280,000, and the commissioners shall so apportion this ap
propriation as to prevent a deficiency therein. 

The amendment was agreed to . 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 20, after the word 

"expenses," to strike out "$179,945" and insert "$190,160," 
so as to make the clause read: 

Disposal of city refuse: For collection and disposal of gar·ba~e and 
dead animals; miscellaneous refuse and ashes from private residences 
in the ·city of Washington and the more densel;y populated suburbs; 
collection and disposal of night soil in the District of Columbia : Pro
v ided, That hereafter night soil may be collected and disposed of by any 
process satisfactory to the commissioners; payment of necessary inspec: 
tion, livery of horses, and incidental expenses, $190,160. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The ne:rt amendment was, on page 30, line 1, after " $45,000," 

to insert "of which sum not to exceed $5,000 shall be imme
diately available," so as to make the clause read: 

Parking commission : For contingent expenses, including laborers, 
trimmers, nurserymen, repair men, and teamsters, cart hire, trees, tree 
boxes, tree stakes, tree straps, tree labels, planting and care of trees 
on city and suburban streets, care of trees, tree spaces, and miscel
laneous items, $45,000, of which sum not to exceed $5,000 shall be 
immediately available. 

The amendment w.::s agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, .after line 6, to strike 

out: 
Public scales : AU public scales now owned by the District of Colum

bia shall be sold to the highest bidder or bidders therefor, under sealed 
proposals which shall be invited by the commissioners, after the value 
of said scales shall have been appraised and for a sum or sums not 
less than the appraised value of each or the total appraised value of 
aU of them ; any or all of the sealed proposals received het·eunder may 
be rejec ted and new pro,Posals invited at any time prior to July 1, 1915. 

The commissioners are authorized to grant licenses for the location 
and operation of public scales in the District of Columbia under such 
regulations as they may prescribe and for such fees as they shall ap
prove, and they may grant permits, revocable on 30 days' notice, for 
the location of such scales on ·public spaces under their control. 

And in lieu thereof to insert : 
. Public scales: For replacement and repair of public scales, and all 
public scales may be used for weighing and verifying the weight of all 
commodities, $200. · 
· The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 23, to insert : 
For construction of swimming pool, shower baths and equipment, pur

chase and installation of toilets, lockers, and screens, including nec~s-
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sary personal services, for Geo'rgetown plajground, to be im-mediately 
available, $3,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, line 6, after the word 

" playgrotmds," to strike out ~· $40,665 " and insert " 44,4J 5," 
so as to make the clause r~1d: 

In all, for playgrounds, $44,415, whlch sum shall be paid wholly out 
of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

The amendmrnt was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 14, to insert: 
For new public ccnvenience .station No. 4, to be located aboveground 

on public space at the inter ection of Fifteenth Street and Maryland 
Avenue and H Street NEJ., $18,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of " Electric::tl de

partment," on page 33, line 2, after the word " engineer," to 
strike out "$2.500" !llld insert "$2,750"; in line 8, after the 
word " each," to. strike out " four " and insert " five "; and in 
line 13, after the words "in all," to strike out "$43,475" and 
in~ ert '· $40,265," so as to rna ke tbe cia use · read : 

Electrical engineer, $2,750 ; assistant electrical engineer, $2,000; 4 
electrical inspectors at 1,200 each ; inspector, · $1,000; electrician, 
$1 200: 2 draft men, at 1,000 each; 3 telegraph operators, at $1,000 
each; 4 inspector ' at $900 each; expert repairman, $1,200; 3 repair
men. at $UOO each; telephone opcrators-3, at $720 each ; 5, at $540 
each; 1, 450; electrical in pectors-:-1,. $2,000; 1, $1,800; 1, $1,350; 
cable splicer, $1,200; as i tant cable spllcer, $620; clerks-1, $1,400; 
1, $1.200; 2, at . 1,125 each; 1, $1,050; 1, 750; as istant repairmen~ 
1~. 620; 2, at 540 each; laborer -1, $630; 3, at 600 each; 2, at 
fo40 each; storekeeper, $875; In all, $49,265. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on p·age 34, line 23, after the word 

"night," to insert "after the hour of 1 o'clock antemeridian," 
so as to make the clause· read: 

The commissioners are autho.rized in their discretion to maintain part 
of the lamps on any street, avenue, alley, road, or public space, or por
tion thereof, tor a shorter period each night after the hour of 1 o'clock 
rtntemeridlan than that required by the provisions of the above-men
tioned acts, at such reduced rates for said lamps as may be agreed upon 
by and between said commis loners and the lighting companies maintain-
Ing them. · 

Th9 amendment was agr~ed to. 
The next amendment was. und~r the head of "Washington 

Aque<Inct," on page 35 line 10, after the word "accessories," to 
strike out " including Conduit Road," so as to make the· clause 
re-ad: 

For operation, including salaries of all necessary employees, main
tenance, and repair of Washington Aqueduct and Its accessories, Mc
Millan Park Reservoir, Washington Aqueduct Tunnel, the filtration 
plant, the plant for the preliminary treatment of the water supply, 
authorized water meters on Federal services, motor trucks, and for 
each and every purpose connected therewith. including the erection of a 
new storehouse at the filtration plant, and including maintenance of 
motor truck, horses, vehicles, and harness, $124,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 18, to insert: 
For ordinry repair , _grnding, opening ditches, and other mainte-

nance oi Conduit Road, $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 9, to insert: 
For completing the pnrchase, installation, and maintenan·ce of water 

meters, to be placed on the water services to the United States build· 
ings, re<>ervations or grounds in the District of Columbia, and for each 
and every purpose connected therewith, said meters to be purchased, 
in talled, and maintained by · and remain under the observation of the 
officer in charge of the Washin"'ton Aqueduct, $23,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The n~xt amendment was, under the head of " Rock Creek 

Park," on page 36, line 24. after the words "District of Colum
bia," to strike out "$18,000" and insert 4

' $20,000," so as to 
make the clause read: 

For cm·e and improvement of Rock Creek Park, anrl of the Piney 
Branch Parkway. exclu ive of building for superintendent's residence, 
but including not exceeding 750 repairs to the foreman's quarters nec
e ary for the pre ervntion thereof, to be expended undPr the djrection 
of the board of control of said park in the manner now provided by 
law for other expenditures of the District of Columbia, $20,000. 

The amendment wa agreed to. 
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Pre ident, I notice a very decided differ

ence in the form of the e appropriations. In fact. in following 
thi bill it seems to· me ther are decided incongruities in it. 

On page 33, under the head of the "Electrical department." 
there is. an enumeration of each employee, and the salary of each 
is definitely fixed by law. Turning o.-er to page 35, there is an 
appropriation of 124.000 for the Washington Aqueduct. That 
amount includes the salaries of all necessary emplcJyees. There 
is no specification of the salary of any employee, only the pro
vision at the top of pa 17e 36 that-

All expenditures from this appropriation shall be reported in detail 
to Congress. 

Next, on page 36, there. as an aggregate o-r lump-sum appro
priation for Rock Creek Park, which, I take ·it, include' alaries 
of $1 000, changed by the amendment of the committee to 
$20,000. Now, why should there be this different amendment 
adopted in the case of the la t two from that of the tlr t? It 
would seem that a far greater degree of care was exercised in 
re('rard to the electrical department. 

dr. SMITH of Maryland. 1\lr. Pre ident, I will say to the 
Senator that they have furnished us an itemized report of 
what makes up this expense of $20,000. For instance, there is 
"stone, and freight ori arne, $1,000; hauling stone, $600; lum
ber fitting , $150." Then it goes on with varions thin17S-" 30 
laborers, at $1.50 a day; skilled labor, $2.50; 3 killed i!lborers, 
at $2; 2 skilled laborers, at 1.75; black mithing, tool~. nails, 
steam pump and drill," and -various thin'>'S a 17gregating $20,000. 

1\Ir. BURTON. That is the Rock Creek Park? 
.Mr. SMITH of Maryland. That is the Rock Creek Park; 

ye , sir. 
Mr. BURTON. Are the. salaries of" superintendents or the 

salaries of employees included in that list, or is it merely the_ 
salaries of laborers? 

Mr. S~HTH of Maryland. They are not included. Tile e are 
the salaries of laborers. Probably it was not properly stated. 
This amount is made up of tile compensation of skilled labor .. 
ers-per diem employees, not salaried officers. . 

Mr. BURTOX Are the salaried officers thus paid by the 
month or year paid by the Government of the Unitecl Stutes 
directly, or are they paid half by the Government and half by 
the District of Columbia? . 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. They are paid hal! and half. 
Mr. BURTON. Where do the salaries of the employees em

ployed by the year·, .or a long&· period than the laborer , appear 
in this bill? As I understand the Senator from Maryland, 
only the amounts paid as wages to laborers, who are probably 
only temporarily employed, are printed in the itemized list fur
nished to him. 

Mr. S.MITH of Maryland. The Senator will find that on page 
9, under the " Engineer department." 

1\lr. BURTON. Yes; I see; in line 12. 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. In line 12, " Foreman, Rock Creek 

Park, $1200." 
Mr. BURTON. And "three subforemen, at $1,050 each." 

Are those also employed in Rock Creek Park? 
Mr. S:\HTH of .Maryland. They are; but this $20,000 is for 

work that is done by day labor. 
Mr. BURTON. I presume that any remarks I may make will 

have little effect, but it seems to me that it is a very faulty 
arrangement in an appropriation bill to carry under one item 
part of the expenses of Rock Creek Park. and then, under an
other item. as if it were the whole amount, a lump-sum appro
priation of $20,000. Also, it does not seem to me that it is the 
best method to pursue to itemize specifically each salary in one 
case and to give-an aggregate appropriation in :mother. Is that 
the outgrowth of custom, the method in which the estimates 
are made, or what is the explanation of it? 

I would suggest that above all things in a list of expenditures 
of thi kind there should. be uniformity; and, again, in . uch a 
case a the Rock C:t·eek Park that the amount specified, as on 
page 36, should include all the expenditure for the muinte· 
nance of that park, in the same manner -as that in which they 
are specified for the electrical department or for the Washing
ton Aqueduct. 

Of course, it would be useless to seek to make a change in 
the bill, but it does seem to me that there is room for reform 
in that regard. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

under the head of " Public schools," on page 3 , line 9, after 
the words " normal school," to strike out " $ 00" and insert 
"$900," so as to make the clause read: 

Special beginning teacher in the normal school, $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was. on paooe 38, line 11 aft.er the word 

"teachers," to stl;ike out "$1.397,950" and insert " 1,3DS,050" 
~ :r~ to make the clau e read: 

In all for teache1·s, $1.398,050. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

- The next amendment was, on page 44, line 18, after the word 
"therewith," to strike out "$25,000" and insert "$30,000," so 
as to make the clause read: 

For purchase and repair of furniture, tools, machinery, material, and 
books. and apparatus to be used in _ connect!on with . in twction in 
manual training, and incidental expenses connected therewith, 30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

/ 
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The next amenoment was. on pnge 45. after line 2, to insert: 
Fo1· romplete equipment and furnishing of the Western High School, 

lnduding necessary repait·s to existing equipment, to be immediately 
available, $50,000. 

The amendment was a ureed to. 
The next mnendment was. on page 46, after line 20, to insert: 
For the employment of temporary personal services, to be immediately 

availn ble, .. 2,000. 
Tbe amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment wus. on page 46, after line 22, to insert: 
Hereafter all pupils whosP parents are employed officially or other

wise in the District of Columbia shall be admitted and taught free of 
charge in the schools of said Distl'ict. · 

Tlre amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment w:1s, on page 47, after line 16, to insert: 
For an eight-room addition, including an assembly ball, to the Powell 

School, $66,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Tbe next amendment wa . on page 47, after line 18, to insert: 
The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized 

and dil'ected to close public· areas which may lie wholly within tile 
bound:.ll'ies of any site purcha ed for the Eastern High School, anp the 
same, when so closed, shall be used as a part of said site. 

i\Ir. BVR'l'O~. :Mr. President, I should ·like to know what 
ti:wt menus. 

Mr. S~II'.rH of Georgia. Mr. President, I desire to make the 
point of order Ut1on this amendment tlmt it involves general 
ll gi slation on an appropriation bill. It gives authority to close 
streets, which the commissioners have not at the present time; 
and I object to the amendment upon that ground. 

The VICE PHESIDENT. Is there a law of the District of 
Columbia that proyides bow and in what manner streets, alleys, 
£1nd nninclo~ed commons may be vacated? Is there such a Jaw? 

llr. S.~HTH of Georgia. I understand there is no general au
thori ty to the commissioners to close these streets, and the effect 
of this-- · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is not the inquiry of the Chair. 
The Chair's inquiry is as to whether there is a law of the Dis
trict of Columbia that provides what steps shall be taken for 
tbe purpose of closing streets and alleys. 

:\lr. S:~liTH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator from 
Georgia that I do not think there is any objection to this on the 

. part of anybody. It is in order to perfect the school site. 
l\It·. S~HTH of Georgia. There is objection, and the objec

tion was brought to my attention. 
~Ir. S~liTH of 1\laryland. I will simply say, then, that no 

'Objection was offered to us. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair i_s making an inquiry, 

about which the Chair would like to have information from the 
chairman of the committee or from some one who knows, as to 
whether there is a law of the Distl'ict of Columbia which fixes 
tile procedure wi tb reference to the closing of streets and alleys. 

Mr. S.MITH of Georgia. If there is such a law, then that law 
would control, and this amendment could not change it. 
· The VICE PRESIDENT. Exactly. That is why the Chair is 
making the inquiry before ruling on the point of order. 

.Mr. SMITH of Georgia. If there is not such a law, this 
undertakes to create the power. 

1\lr. V ARDA.MA.l~. Mr. President. there was an understanding 
that this bill will not be finished this evening; and I join with 
the Senator from Georgia in the request that this matter bad 
better be looked into. Protests against it have been made to me, 
and I ask the Senator from Maryland if be will not consent that 
this amendment shall go over nutil to-morrow? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before it goes over, if the Senator will 
permit me, there is no law giving authority for the closing of 
streets and alleys except by special act. As I understand · the 
matter, a site has been selected for the Eastern High School; 
and there nre a couple of little highways, of no consequence at 
all, that it is desired tv haYe closed. The committee, upon 
looking into the matter, thought it was proper that they should 
be closed. I apprehend that the objection that comes to the 
Senator comes from parties in the eastern part of the city who 
are contesting the site that has been selected for the school. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I want to say that I do not know the 
motiYes behind this request. I am not advised as to the merit 
of their objection, but I should like to have an opportunity to 
look into it. I do not know that I will agree with the gentle- . 
men who are protesting against it. I should simply like to hav-e 
an opportunity to look into the matter. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Personally, I concur with the Senator 
in the request that it go over. If be desires to have that done, 
I think" the amendment ought not to be pressed to-night. 
-' 1\lr. SMITH of Georgia: The point of order I make upon 
·the amendment, I think, carries it out. I make the point of 
order I have already stated. 

The VICE PRESID&~T. The Chair has been trying to get 
information, and will rule only upon the information that bas 
been given. The rule is that-

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received 
to any general appropt_;iation bill. 

.Mr. GALLINGl•:R. This is not general legislation. 
Th VICE PRESIDENT. If there were a law of the District 

of Columbia which provided the method whereby streets, alleys, 
and uninclosed commons were to be vacated, then the Chair 
would be clearly of opinion that this is general legislatio~ 
being amendatory of that law; but as the statement is made 
that there is no such law, the Chair rules that this is not 
general legislation, but simply special legislation with refer
ence to a particular plat of ground. 

Mr. GALLINGER. For a special purpose. Beyond question 
that is a correct ruling; but I think probably the matter had 
better go over until to-morrow, as requested by the Senator 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 1\Ir. President, if there is no law 
on the subject, then the general law· is that they can not close 
the streets. They have not the power to close them. That 
becomes the general law of the land. Nobody can close a street 
belonging to the Government without authority. That is the 
general law of the land. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But we are giving authority in this bill. 
The VICE PRESIDEXT. The bill gives authority. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. When it is undertaken in this bill to 

giye the authority, it" becomes general legislation, changing a 
general law. · 

Mr. G~\LLINGER. Ob, uo; it does not. 
The VICE PHESIDEN"T. The Chnir is unable to agree with 

the proposition that where the amendment deals with a single 
subject it is general in its character. 

Mr. LANE. l\fr. President, I wish to rail attention to the 
fact that if you will look at it you will see that this amendment 
delegates general authority to close streets in any part of the 
city without specifying what streets are to be closed. Now, if 
the commissioners carne iu here and said they wanted to close 
certain streets on a fixed site which they han selected, it would 
be a different matter; but here they are given authority to· 
close streets in any part of the city-the authority which Con
gress itself possesEes and always has held in its own hands. 
Tiley should be nt least asked to submit a statement 0f the 
streets they wish closed. This i('gislation is general in tl.Lat re
spect and gives a very large authority, it seems to me, and one 
that it is undesirable to grant. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As to · the advisability of granting 
it, that is a question for the Senate; and it is al o a question 
for the Senate on an appeal from the decision of llie Chair: 
The Chair is very clear th::1.t it is nothing except special legis
lation in regard to the site for the Eastern High Sf:hool. 

Mr. V .A.RDiliA .. .~..~. The chairman of the committee bas con
sented that the matter may go over until morning. and then we 
will have some definite information about what the law is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is agreed, then, that the amend
ment goes over. 

1\lr. GALLINGER. Before it goes over I ask the attention 
of the Senator from Mississippi. I want to read two or three 
answers made by the chairman of the board of education. He 
says just this : 

A street never llru; been opened, and Eighteenth Street is merely a 
rough roadway that bas been made by wagons going through ibe squares 
from East Capitol to B Street. 

Senator SMITH of Maryland. Does that have a bearing upon the site 
of the school? 

Mr. BLAIR. The school site selected is four squares, and these two 
streets intersect those squares. 

Senator SMITH of Ma1·yland. Is there any opposition to that on the 
part of the people down there? _ 

Mr. BLAIR. We have not received the slightest intimation of any oppo
sition. 

It is merely a rough roadway through the site that has been 
selected for this school. 

.Mr. VARDAMAN. As I said a moment ago, I know nothing 
about the question at issue, and ba-ve not looked into it. A 
couple of gentlemen came to me and requested that I look into 
the matter, and for that reason I asked that it might go over. 
I may not have any objection to it in the morning at all. 

The VICE PRESIDE~"T. The amendment goes oYer. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 

of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 49, after 
line 2, to insert : 

Hereafter any balance remaining after the purchase of sites for build
ings which is necessary to clean up, grade, drain, fence In, and place 
the sites in safe and suitable condition for the purposes Intended may 
be used for such purposes; and in the event of the purchase of pi'Operty 
with buildings or other impt·ovements ther·eon, any funds OL" amounts 
remaining or realized after the removal of such structures may be 
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applied for the purpose of putting the sites in a condition suitable !or 
the uses for which they were purchased. 

Mr. S.UITH cf Georgia. .Mr. President, I make the point 
order that this is legislation of a general characte·r. The law 
now turns this money back into the Treasury. This changes the 
use of the money. 

llr. LAl\TE. Fmther than that, Mr. President, it allows them 
to convert a fund apparently after rem<>ving sh·uctures of some 
sort. 

The VICE PRESIDEl\"T. On the statement of the Senator 
from Georgia, the point of order is sustained. 

The next amendment was, under the head of "Metropolitan 
police," on page 50, line 13, before the word "privates" to 
st1ike out "20" and insert "24"; in, line 15, after the word 
"crime," strike out "$4,800" and insert "$5,760 "; and on 
page 51, line 8, after the word " in all," to strike out 
" 91G,300.49" and insert "$917 ,.260.49 "; so as. to make the 
clause read : 

Major and superintendent, $4,000; assistant superintendent with 
rank of inspector, $2,500; three inspectors, at 1,800 each; 11 captains, 
at $1,500 each ; chief clerk, who shall also be property clerk, $2,000 ; 
clerk and stenographer, $1,500 ; clerk, who shall be assistant property 
clerk, $1,200·; 3 clerks, at 1,000 each; 4 surge~ns ~f the police and 
fire departments, at $720 each ; additional compensation for 24 pri
vates detailed for special service in the detection and prevention of 
crime, $5,760, or so much thereof as may be necessary; 13 lieutenants, 
one o! whom shall be harbor master, at $1,320 eac.b; 46 sergeants, 
one of whom may be detailed for duty in the harbor patrol, at $1,250 
each; 490 privates of class 3, at $1,200 each ; 124 privates of class 2, 
at 1,0 0 each; 26 privates of class 1, at $900 each; amount required 
to pay salaries of privates of class 2 who will be promoted to class 3 
and privates of class 1 who will be promoted to class 2 during the 
fiscal year 1916, $2,080.49; 6 telephone operators, at $720 each; 14: 
janitors, at $600 each; me sengers-1, $700, 1, $600; inspector, 
mounted on horse or motor cycle, 240; 55 captains, lieutenants, ser
geants, and privates, mounted on horses or motor cycles, at $240 each; 
64 lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, mounted on bicycles, at $50 
each; 20 drivers, at $840 each; 5 police matrons, at $600 each, to 
possess polil'e power of arrest ; in all, $917,260.49. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 52, Hne 14, after the word 

·" \ehicles," to strike out '' $5,000 " and insert " $6,000," so as to 
make the cia use read : 

For maintenance o! motor vehicles, $6,000, or so much thereof as may 
b necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was,. on page 52, after fine lo, to insert : 
For the reconstruction of cell corridors, and the making, erecting, 

and placiilg therein, in the second precinct station house, of eight 
modern locking devices, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 52, line 20, aft~r the words 

"In all/' to strike out "$47,600" and insert u $53,600," so as to. 
make the clause read: 

In all, 53,600. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of " Fire depart

ment," on page G3, line· 23, after the words ''chief clerk," to 
strike out "$1,800" and insert "$2,000," so as to read: 
• Chief engineer, $3,500; deputy chief engineer6 2,500; three battalion 
chief engineers at $2,000 each; fire marshal, o~~2,000; deputy fire mar
shal, $1,400; 2 inspectors, at $1,080 each; chief clerk, $2,000; clerk, 
~1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next item was, in the item of appropriation for salaries 

of employees of the fire department, on page 54, line 9, after 
"$GOO," to insert "mechanician, who shall have had · not less 
than five years' experience in the actual building and repair of 
motor \ehicles, $1,400; 2 machinists, at $1,200 each; electrician, 
$1,200; boilermaker and blacksmith, $1,200; painter, $1,200; 
clerk, $1,000; machinists' helper, $900; and skilled laborer, 
$600 " ; and in line 14., after the words " in all," to strike out 
" $5GS,230 " and insert "$578,330," so as to read: 

Hostler, $600; laborer, $600; mechanician, who shall have had not 
less than five years' experience in the actual building and repair of 
motor vehicles, $1,400; 2 machinists, at 1,200 each; electrician, 
$1,200; boilermaker and blacksmith, $1,200; painter, $1.200; clerk, 
$1.000 ; machinist's helper, $900 ; and skilled laborer, $600 ; in all, 
$578,330. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 14, to insert: 
Hereafter no removal from the force o! the fire department of the 

District of Columbia shall be made except on written charges and after 
an opp~rtunity for defense on the part o! the person against whom 
such charges may be made, but no person so removed shall be reap
pointed to any po ition in said fire department. 

'.rhe amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 54, line 25, after the word 

"appliances," to strike out "~15,000" and insert "$8,000," so 
as to make the clause read: 

For repair to apparatus and motor vehicTes and other motor-driven 
apparatus. and for new apparatus, new motor vehicles, and new ap-
pliances, ~ . ',000. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the items for the fire department 

on page 55, line 4, after the word "forage" to strike out 
"$32,250" and insert "$35,000," so as to make' the clause read: 

For forage, $35,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, line 10, afte1~ the words. 

" In all," to strike out " $129,050" and in ert "$124, 00," so as 
to make the cla.use read: 

In all, $124,800. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, nfter line 14, to insert:, 
For 2 combination chemical and hose wagons, motor driven, $12,0UO, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, line 17, after the words 

"In all," to strike out "$14,200" and insert "$20,200," so as to 
make .the clause read: 

In all, $26,200. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading was continued to page 57, line 13, the last para

graph read being as follows: 
For enforcement of the provisions of an act to prevent the spread of 

contagious diseases in the District of Columbia, approved March 3, 
1897, and an act for the prevention of scarlet feveri diphtheria measles 
whooping cough, chicken pox, epidemic cerehrosp nal menlngitis and 
typhoid fever in tt?-e District. of C?lumbia, approved Februat·y 9, '1!)07; 
and an act to proVIde !or registration of all cases of tuberculosis in the 
District of Colu~bia, for free examination of sputum in suspected cases 
and for preventmg the spread of tuberculosis in said District approved 
May 13. 1908, under the direction of the health officer of said District 
an?- for the preve~tion o! other com~unicable diseases, including sal! 
anes or compensatiOn for personal serVIces, not exceeding $1::! 000 when· 
ordered in writing by the commissioners and nece at·y for the enforce
meut and execution of said acts, and for the prevention of such other 
communicable diseases as hereinbefore provided, purchase and main
tenance o! nec~ssaq· horses, wagons! and harness. purchase of reference 
books and me~cal JOurnals, and ~amtenance o! quarantine station and 
smallpox hospital, ~25,000 : Provtded, That any bacteriolocrlst employed 
under this _appropriation shall not be paid more than $6° per day and 
may be assigned by the health officer to the bacteriological examination 
of milk and other dairy products and of the water supplies of dairy 
farms, and to such other sanitary work as in the judgment of the 
health officer may promote the public health, whether such examinations 
be or be not directly related to contagious disea es. 

1\Ir. BURTON. I should like to inquire whether these numer
ous employees of the health department are any of them selected 
under the rules of the civil service? 

1\lr. Sl\IITH of Maryland. It is my impression that they are 
not. 

The next amendment was, under the head of " Health depart
ment," on page 57, after line 12, to insert: 

The S~geon General of the United States Public Health Service Is 
her.eby grven the power to apprehend, detain, and treat all per ons suf· 
ft:rmg from leprosy in the District of Columbia, and he shall, under 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, make such regulations as 
may be necessary for this purpose. 

Mr. BURTON. I should like· to ask why this jm·isdiction is 
given to the Surgeon General? Is it not altogether exceptional 
to select one disease and say that the Sm·geon General of the 
United States Public Health Service shall have jurisdiction over 
it, when everything else is placed under the health officer? 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator it was 
reported to us that in a case of leprosy here no one has au
!Jlority to handle it. We felt that authority ought to be lodged 
m some one to take charge of it. 

Mr. BURTON. Why should the Surgeon General have it, 
rather than the health office? 

llr. SMITH of Maryland. Thi was the recoinmendation of 
the commissioners. They came before us and stated that there 
are two cases of leprosy here. The commissioners snid: 
Th~ commissioners had supposed that these two men were subject to 

ce_rta~;D Federal quara~tlne regulations, and up~n the coming into the 
D1str1Ct of Early agam we invited the attention of the Secretat·y o:t 
the Treasu~-y to the situation and called his attention to some of his 
own regulations promulgated under Public llealth Ser·vice laws of the 
country in reference to his ca.se1 in the hope and expectation that be 
would be taken charge of by tne Federal authorities. That b:u; not 
been done, and I do not know certainly what the view of the Federal 
authorities is on that subject. 

After the matter was brought to our attention we a ked the 
parties who were before us to ngge t how it should be man
aged, and this was the suggestion made and adopted by us. 
If it does not suit the Senator from Ohio, of course, he may; 
have some better remedy to suagest. 

llr. BURTON. It seems rather a singular provision that an 
exception should be made in this one ca e. I would suggest 
that those who appeared before this committee and ad,-ocated 
this paragraph do not seem to have provided any way for the 
disposition of these leprosy patients. Is there any ho pital to 
which they are as igned? Tbere was a ca e here which at
tracted a great deal of public attention. I take it this dis
ease is not a \ery frequent one in the District. 

/ 
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Mr. GALLINGER. There was a. case ot leprosy here That 

became exceedingly troublesome. The health officer took juris
diction oTer that case for u time, and the sufferer was confined 
in a building on a Government reservation. He afterwards 
left the District but, I believe, has returned. One other case 
has developed, I understand, so that there are two cases here 
now. 

I do not know whether this is a wise provision or not, and 
yet it would seem desirable that there should be some official 
who would have authority to isolate those cases. 

1\Ir. ,SMOOT. Is it not true that some of the best attorneys 
in the city claim that there is no authority to apprehend them 
or isolate them? · 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. I understand that to be the case. 
Mr. SMOOT. That is why this provision was put in the bill. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. 
Mr. BURTON. Why is it not included under the preceding 

paragraph on page 56? Is it regarded as not a contagious 
disease? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is a disputed matter, and it has 
always been a disputed subject. I think it is agreed that con
tinuous association with a leper may result in others taking the 
disease. I think that is true of the establishment in Hawaii, 
where there is a ·leper colony. It is not, however, an acutely 
contagious di~?ease; and from what knowledge I have of it, as 
a rule, it is not contagious. 

Mr. SMOOT. The only way the disease can be contracted is 
by a person coming in contact with a towel used by one having 
the disease or with clothing worn by him. One may live in a 
community with a leper all his life and ne"Ver contract leprosy 
unless he comes in ·direct contact with the leper himself or with 
some article of clothing he has worn or some article which he 
has handled. 

1\Ir. BURTON. As I understand it, the Surgeon General has 
some doubt of his right to restrain or to place in seclusion one 
having this disease. Is the Senator from New Hampshire able 
to state any reason why such jurisdiction should be gh·en to the 
Surgeon General? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not. 
Mr. BURTO~. And can the Senator also state why no pro

vision seems to be made here for the isolation of the patient? 
1\Ir. GALLINGER. No; I can not give any reason for it. I 

think I was not at the committee meeting when that was in
serted. I think such jurisdiction might more properly be placed 
in the hands of the health officer of the District of Oolumbia, 
and such patients might be confined in a building on a Govern
ment reservation over which we have jurisdiction. It may be 
the provision in the bill is a wiser one. I am not so sure about 
that. 

Mr. BURTON. I should ask for a vote on this amendment, 
except for the fact that at least a part of it may be desirable 
legislation; and, as the bill goes to conference, this question 
can then be settled.. It certainly seems to be rather a peculiar 
provision. 

The VICE PRESIDE?\~. The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, with the permission of the 

chairman of the committee, I desire to send to the desk an 
amendment to the pending bill. which I intend to offer to
morrow; and I ask that it may lie on the table and be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 

:was, on page 57, after line 18, to insert : 
For repairs to the smallpox hospital and administration building, 

u.ooo. 
The amendment was agreed to~ 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 20, to insert: 
For the extension of water mains to provide fire protection for the 

smnllpox hospital, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 16, 

on page 58, the last paragraph read being, as follows: 
Bacteriological laboratory : For maintaining and keeping in good 

order, and fo.r the purchase of reference books and scientific periodicals, 
$300. 

Mr. S~ITTH of Maryland. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDE~'"T. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maryland will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 58, line 16, after the word " peri
odicals," it is proposed to strike out the sum "$300 " and in lieu 
thereof to insert " $1,000.'' 

:Mr. SUOOT. 1 should like·to ask the Senator from Mary .. 
land if he has any information other than what was before the 
committee on that particular item? 

1\Ir. SMITH of Maryland. I will ask the Secretary to read 
the letter which has been received by me, and which I send to 
the the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 

Co rJUissio~Eas oF THE DrsTRICl' oF CoLuAruu, 
Washington, January 8, 1915. 

Hon. JoH~ WALTER SJUITH, 
Chairman Subcommittee on District Appropriation Bill, 

United States Senate. 
SIR: In the District appropriation bill reported to the Senate on the 

5th instant, on page 58. lines 14, 15, and 16, appears the following 
item: · 

"Bacteriological laboratory: For maintaining and keeping in good 
order, and for the purchase of reference books and scientific periodicals, 
$300." 

In the estimates submitted by the commissioners, the cost of main
taining th~ bacteriological laborato~ and keeping it in good order, and 
of purc.hasmg reference books and ._clentlfic periodicals, during the fi cal 
year 1916 was stated as $1,000. This is the exact amount appropriated 
for this purpose during the fiscal year 1914. 

For: tl:\e fiscal year 1915-the current fiscal year-only $300 was ap
propriated for the maintenance of the bacteriological laboratory and 
the purchase of books and periodicals, but that amount was supple
mented by an appropriation of $2,000 for the purchase and installation 
of new apparatus, and an appropriation of $1,000 for the replacement 
of apparatus and supplies. However, since no appropriation was asked 
for the purchase and installation of new apparatus and for the re
placement of apparatus and supplies during the fiscal year 1916, and 
none has been included in the bill as reported. all expenses properly 
covered by these two captions wm during the fiscal year 1916 have to 
be borne from the appropriation for maintaining the bacteriological 
laboratory and keeping it in good order, and for the purchase of refer
ence books and scientific periodicals ; and for all these purposes the 
amount stated in the bill as reported to the Senate, $300, is, the health 
olficer states, utterly inadequate. 

The commissioners are informed by the health officer that If only 
$300 be appropriated tor this work, the operations of the laboratory 
will necessarily be seriously curtailed. There will have to be either a 
,general reduction in the amount of work done for the contagious
disease service and for the food-inspection service, or all of the work 
done for the food-inspection service., with possibly a part of the work 
done for the contagious-disease service, will have to be omitted· or 
with the exception of the examination of sputa from patients possibly 
tuberculous, which is required by law, all of the work done for the 
contagious-disease service and a part of the work done in the food
inspection service must be discontinued. 

For the reasons stated, it is urged that the amount estimated by the 
commissioners for maintaining the bacteriological laboratory and 'keep
ing it in good order, and for the purchase of reference books and 
scientific periodicals, namely, $1,000, be appropriated. 

Very respectfully, 
THE BOARD OF COMJUISSIO~ERS OF THE 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
By 0. P. NEWMAN, President. 

1\Ir. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, my colleague [1\Ir. THOMAS] 
is busy before the Committee on Military Affairs, and he has 
requested me to a.sk that the amendment on page 47, beginning 
h ... line 19 and going to line 23, and also the amendment on page 
4:>, beginning in line 3 and ending at line 11, go over until 
to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would state to the Sena· 
tor from Colorado that one Qf those amendments was passed 
o1er and the other went out on a point of order. 

1\Ir. SHAFROTH. Which amendment went out on a point of 
order? 

Mr. GALIXi'\GER. The amendment on page 49. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Then I have no request to make. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr . .SMITH]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 

on page 58, after line 16, to insert: 
Chemical laboratory : For the purchase and installation of new appa

ratus and equipment, $2,080; for the replacement of apparatus and 
equipment, $755; and for maintaining and keeping in good order, and 
for the purchase of reference books and scientific periodicals, $500; in 
all, $3,335. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 23, to insert: 
The e~aminations, inspection, rules, and regulations concerning the 

milk supply of the District of Columbia shall be applied alike to each 
State shipping milk into said District. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. Presiden~ I should like to inquire of the 
Senator in char~e of the bill what is the necessity for that pro- · 
vision? Have different rules and regulations been applied to the 
T'arioqs States shipping milk to the District of Columbia? 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. .I will say to the Senator that there 
was some complaint brought to the attention of the committee to 
the effect that there have been discriminations in the inspection 
of milk coming from different States, and we felt that this 
amendment would do no harm; I do not know whether it .will 
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do any good; but it certainly can not be objected to, because it 
merely states that the rules and regulations affecting the exami
nation of mHk from the different States shall be applied alike. 

l\fr. KENYON. I should like to know who has been re
sponsible for the di crimination? 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I do not know that there have been 
n.ny discriminations, but there has been complaint that the in
spectors have not inspected as rigidly milk from some States 
as they have milk from other States. At any rate that is the 
claim. 

Mr. KENYON. Do the inspectors who have been guilty of 
the. e discriminations still hold their positions? 

l\Ir. SMITH of Maryland. I do not say that they have been 
guilty; I do not know, but there bas been some complaint that 
such has been the case. I do not know whether such is the case 
or not; but we felt it would do no harm to put this provision 
in the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think the complaint 
which was made was that the inspectors-and the corps of in
spectors which the health officer has at his disposal is limited
can not in the nature of things visit dairy herds in Ohio and 
in New York as frequently as they can visit dairy herds in 
.lUaryJa.nd and in Virginia. Under existing conditions it seems 
to be a physical impossibility for them to do so; and yet the 
health officer, who has devoted a considerable part of his annual 
report to the discussion of the milk question, insists that the 
health office is doing everything in its power in this matter; 
that there is not any real ground for the complaint, and that 
he thought if an amendment similar to this were adopted it 
would not make any difference in the administration of the law. 

In this connection I desire to say, and it is proper that I 
should say, for the health officer of the District that no official 
in any department of our Government is more conscientious, 
earnest, and active in the enforcement of the law pertaining to 
the public health than is Dr. Woodward.· I know that he has a 
~pecial interest in the matter of the milk supply; it is something 
of a bobby with him. He wants the laws now on the statute 
books improved, and I think there is a bill pending in one or 
both Houses of Congress with that end in view; but it has not 
yet become a law. 

l\fr. SMITH of Maryland. Mr. President, I will say to 
the Senator, if he will pardon me, that the health officer, how
ever, stated that there was no objection to this amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, yes; he said that it could do no 
harm. 

Mr. J.L\IES. l\fr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
in charge of the bill if he thinks that the mere declaration in 
this bill that the milk inspectors hereafter shall not do that 
which they seem heretofore to have done will avoid discrimina
tion in the inspection of milk supplied to the District of Co
lumbia by the different States? It appears to me that if there 
is any cause for this statement in the bill, that discrimination 
shall not . be made, it naturally follows that discrimination has 
been made; and if discrimination has been made, the best way 
to get at that, it seems to me, is the removal of the men who 
are responsible for the discrimination rather than to say in a 
pro-vision of the bill containing no penalty that they ought not 
to do it any more. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, it seems to me that the amend
ment merely gives notice to the inspectors that milk which 
comes from Pennsylvania or from New York or from any other 
State must be inspected in the same way as milk coming from 
Maryland or from Virginia; but as it is easier to inspect the 
herds and the dairies in Virginia and Maryland than it is in 
more distant States, if the amendment is adopted of course 
Maryland and Virginia will have the advantage in selling milk 
to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I do not see why. 
1\Ir. S·MOOT. For the reason, Mr. President, that it is im

possible--
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will ask the Senator if be does 

not think if there is a milk inspection that all should be treated 
alike. and that the same rule should be observed as to lhe milk 
supply of one State that is obsen·ed as to the milk supply of 
another? · 

Mr. SMOOT. I am only saying what the result will be. The 
result will be that the inspectors will not be able to go to Ohio 
and to inspect the dairies in that State or those in West Vir
ginia on account of the expense attached; but they will be able 
to go to Maryland and Virginia and inspect the dairies there 
and the conditions surrounding them. If they go to Maryland 
and Virginia and inspect the dairies, then they ought to go to 
Ohio and to Pennsylvania. and to West Virginia; and unless 
they do so, there will be a discrimination. As I understand, that 
is why complaint has been made, namely, that the dairies ha-ve 

not been inspected in those States, whereas in Maryland and in 
Virginia they had been inspected. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. · Be that as it may, it does eem 
to me that the inspection should be the same as to milk from all 
the States. Certainly I can not see any good rea on why the 
milk from one State should be subject to an inspection arid the 
milk from another State not be subject to a like inspection. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. I am not · complaining of the inspection ; I am 
simply saying what the result will be of this 11royision in the 
bill. . 

l\Ir. Sl\IITH of Maryland. Of course an advantage may po -
sibly accrue to the nearby States, but there should be no ad
vantage given and no preference given to one State over an
other in enforcing rules as to the quality of milk to be shipped. 

Mr. SMOOT. 'The re ult will be that the dairymen of Vir
ginia and of Maryland will make complaint if the inspection is 
not the sa.ine in the case of milk coming from Ohio and from 
Pennsylvania as in the case of milk coming from the States in 
which they live. That will be the result of this declaration in 
the bill. · 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
whether the regulations require that before milk shall be brought 
into the District and sold, the dairies from . which that milk 
comes shall be inspected? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They do. 
l\fr. LODGE. Or do they simply require the milk to be in

spected when it reaches the District line? 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I think there is an inspection here 

also. 
Mr. SMOOT. An inspection is not required T'ery often-that 

·is, on any given date or so many times· each year-but an in
spection is required before the milk can enter the District of 
Columbia. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Maryland. The object, I think, is to in pect 
the dairies and the manner in which the cattle are kept in the 
various States as a safeguard before the milk is shipped. Prob
ably there has been-! do not know whether there has been or 
not-complaint made that there has been a difference in the 
inspection. I will say that the health officer does not object to 
this provi ion. 

Mr. LODGE. Is there an inspection of milk that comes in 
over the railroads where there has been no inspection of the 
dairy? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Every sample is inspecteu. 
1\Ir. SMITH of Maryland. Ye . 
Mr. LODGE. It is all inspected? 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is all inspected. 
I want to say in this connection that the health officer has 

been extremely diligent in his work, as is evidenced by the fact 
that there were 171 prosecutions in the la t year in the District. 
I understand that charges have been made in some of the New 
York papers that the milk supply of the Di trict of Columbia is 
-very impure. I do not think there is any justification for that 
statement. Admitting that the inspectors, who are few in num
ber, can not go to Ohio and to northern New York and inspect 
diaries as frequently as they do in Virginia and in l\1arylnnd, 
I feel sure that for the most part they are performing their duty 
very diligently. They can not take a sample of milk from e\ery 
dairy at. the farm and analyze it; that would be impossible; it 
would take hundreds of men to do that; but every invoice of 
milk that comes into the District of Columbia is inspected and, 
if necessary, analyzed. 

.Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President--

.Mr. SMOOT. In addition to what the Senator has snid. I 
wish to say that the inspections are made · as often a · the 
appropriation will allow. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
.Mr. SMOOT. We appropriate so much money, and they can 

not make the inspections any oftener than they do. 
l\Ir. S:\IITH of Maryland. It seems to me, then, if this 

inspection is to apply only to certain localities near by, nnd 
milk is to be receiT'ed from_ other places without inspe tion, 
that we bad better abolish this inspection~ and have it only in 
the District of Columbia. If one State is to be subject to 
inspection, and inspectors are to be sent into that State, nnd 
they are not to be sent into other States unle s the authorities 
see fit to do so, on account of the distance, then we had better 
abolish this plan and have some other means of inspecting the 
milk supply. 

Mr. POMERE?-.~. Mr. President, I desire to offer a ug(J'es
tion. 'I'his language is: 

The examinations, mspection~ rules, and regulations concerning the 
milk supply of· the District of columbia shall be applied alike to each 
State shipping milk into said District. 
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In my own State, for instance, the different boards of health 1 

in the various municipalities are very strict in requiring the l 
inspection of the dairies, the testing of milk, and so ·forth. If 1 
the rules adopted by the board of health here require an insP.ec
tion of all these dairies by local inspectors, ·of course it is 

1 
going to work a hardship; but could not this be changed in 
some way so as to permit the shipping of milk into the Dis
trict, for instance, from Ohio, provided the dairies and the cows 
tl:ere are inspected and subjected to tests, just as they are for 
the local rna rkets? 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. That would be an right; but let 
that apply to the other States, too. The States near by here 
ba ¥e their local inspection, State_ inspection, and very rigid 
inspection; but I claim that there- is no justification for having 
the inspection in one State more rigid than that in another. Let 
it be equal. If it is not necessary to have the milk in the State 
of Ohio or in the State of New York inspected by the Govern
ment. then let us abolish the law and cease to inspect it in all 
the States. 

Mr. POMER~E. I am not objecting at all to inspection. I 
believe in -rery rigid inspection and testing of milk, and so 
forth, that comes in for con~mmption; but I do not feel that it 
should be a condition precedent to the shipment of milk to this 
District from other States to have an inspection by your local 
inspectors. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I shoufd like to ·suggest to 
the Senator from Ohio and· the Senator from Maryland, both, 
that if you should require the· milk when it comes ·here to be 
accompanied by a certificate showing that the dairy from which 
it came had been inspected by the State authorities,. it seems to 
me that ought to be sufficient. 

.1\lr. PO:\IERENE. There is no objection to that. 
1\Ir. WILLIAMS. But if you are going to make that apply 

to Ohio, of course it should apply to Virginia. and to Maryland 
or auy other State. · 

1\Ir. P0:\1ERENE. I simply nsed O-hio as an illustration. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. It might be well to- amend it so as to 

require that the milk shall be accompanied. by a certificate from 
the proper State authorities-that the. dairy w_h~nce it came had 
been i nPpected. -

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. All that this is intended for is that 
all shall be treated alike. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; that would be a way of treating all alike. 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland. If the local inspection is sufficient 

for the State of Ohio or the State of New York, it ought to be 
sufficient for the State of Virginia or the State of Maryland. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think the· Senator is right about that. 
They ought all to be treated alike. This is a way of treating 
them alike and still preserving the autonomy of each State and 
paying some due. courteous respect to its authorities. 

Mr. PO:\IERE:l\"E. There may be one plan of inspection here 
in the District and another in each of the several States, and 
they may be eqtia 11y efficient but different in form. 

:Mr. WILLIAMS. Very wen. Then, if you want to gi¥e 
protection, pro¥ide· that an inspection of a certain character 
and kind shall be certified as having taken place, and put the 
kind of inspection in the bill. 

Mr. POlfERENE. That would ·be better. 
Mr. BRISTOW. 1\fr. President, I wish to suggest that I have 

beard complaints from farmers in the vicinity of Washington 
that there is uncertainty as to the value of the inspections. y, 
beard a farmer say that one inspector inspected a herd in his 
vicinity and condemned them as unhealthy· within 30 days 
after they had been inspected by a former inspector, who pro
nounced them healthy; and then, later, the inspector of another 
State came along and inspected the same herd, and pro
nounced them all right. Now, what is the farmer to do?- Two 
inspectors representing one authocity differed as to the condi
tion of health of the herd, and another representing another 
authority differed from them. The faTiner is subject to all, 
because he markets his .milk in both States. 

Mr. SUITH of Maryland. Then it would rook as if they were 
overinspected. 

Mr. BRISTOW: I do not doubt it I think there ought to 
be some system by which it could be tested~ and then the 
farmer could know when his- ·hetd was aU right and when it 
~as not. and not be harrassed by continual inspectors disagree
mg as to the healthful condition of his herd. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. At the same time, the Senator 
will agree that they ought all to be treated alike, I think. 

.Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly; but I do think some provision 
ought to be made to protect the farmer as well as the <'On
snmer. I know n farmer who lost more tllim lli1lf of his llerd. 
When he bou(7ht the cows they were all certified by an inspector 
as being in perfectly healthy condition; then another inspector 
came along and condemned them, and ordered them to be shot. 

I do think there ought to be some protection against incidents 
of that kind. The matter is too serious to the man who incurs 
the loss. It may be treated lightly by those who do not incur 
any loss, but it is a mighty serious thing to the man · who does. 

1\Ir. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not know enou(7h about the 
regulations of the District of Columbia or what is required liere 
to speak with any authority upon this subject, but I do know 
that it is a matter of the very utmost importance to try to secure 
a good milk supply for a great city. 

In my State, in the great city of Boston, we have very strict 
laws, and Y.et we are exposed to this state of affairs: The rail
roads bring in milk picked up at the stations through Vermont-, 
New Hampshire, and Maine which never has been inspected in 
those States, inspection not being required because the milk is 
going out of the State. It is brought into Massachusetts, and 
we can not do anything about it, because it would be an inter
ference with interstate commerce. That creates a very real 
danger in the milk supply. 

I think the District of Columbia, which has a large city, Wash
ington, ought to have proper protection in regard to its milk 
supply. It is of the utmost importance that it should be good to 
prevent. the spread of disease among both children and adults. 
H is impossible for us to send inspectors all over the States to 
look after herds everywhere, but certainly there should be some 
inspection of milk brought into the District over the cars, of 
which the authorities here may not know the origin at all. · 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. It is in..~ected after it is brought 
here. 

1\fr. BRISTOW. But may I inquire of the Senator from Mas
sachusetts if it is not just as important that the farmer who 
owns the herds should be treated with proper consideration? 
If we are going to have a good milk supply here, it is necessary 
that the farmers who produce the milk shall ha¥e some cer
tainty as to the character and quality of the inspection; other-
wise, it discourages the business. . · 

Mr. LODGE. I think the first thing to be guarded in the 
matter is the public health-particularly the health of children. 
I think that is much more important. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senators that we 
are going to get the rules that apply to the District, and to
morrow we will take up this matter in that regard. 

Mr. POMERENE. Then this amendment will be passed over 
until to-morrow? · -

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. We will pass over this amendment 
for the present. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. STONE. 1\fr~ President, with the consent of the Senator 
from Maryland, I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business. · · · 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to lhe 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent in 
executi¥e session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Janu
ary 13, 1915, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

C01\TFffiMATIONS. 

Executive 1101ninations confir·mea by the SenateJanirorv12, 1915. 
POSTMASTERS, 

ALABAMA. 

Adrienne G. Wilson, Russe~ville. 
· ARIZONA, 

Lawrence S. Williams, Williams. 
ARKANSAS. 

Luwrence D. Ballew, Des Arc. 
_Benjamin C. Milhoan, Hartford. 

CALIFORNIA! 

W. A. Dic)rey, Chino. 
George R. Frampton, Artesia. 
S. J. Hindmann, Inglewood. 
Harry Hines, Santa Monica. 
W. B. King, Atwater. 
John Mitchell. Ontario. 
C. D. Oversbiner, Santa Ana. 
Lewis C. Poor, Sherman. 
Nathan L. Rannells, La Jolla. 
Alfred W. Rozier, Tuolumne • 
Leota M. Stewart, Rialt~~ 

COLORADO~ 

James M. Brown, Mancos. , 
Walstieri N. Haas, Silverton. 
Virgil C. Ledford, Craig, · 
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,Thoma& Mowatt, ·Ouray. ~ · -· . 
J. W. C. Shepherd, Meeker. 
D .. 1• Lee Staley, Telluri(le. ., . 
John Uglow, .Olathe. 

CONNECTICUT. , 

·George H. Foley, Mystic. 
William E: -Hanley; ·Stafford Springs. 
Everett I. Pardee, 'Cheshire. 

DELAWARE. 

Ge!>.rge .R. Mears, Georgetown. 
GEORGIA. 

William T. Adkins, Edison. 
Wilbur S. Freeman, Claxton. 
T. ·B. Percy, Camilla .. 
Fannie ·Lou · Sm1tp, Reidsville: 

HAWAII. I 

E_dw~rd B. Friel, I4lhaina. 
IDAHO. 

James Campbell, Hope. 
Kenneth G. Phelps, Richfield. 

ILLINOIS
John T. Carroll, Toluca. · 
J.oseph p. ~mpert. Lena. 
John R. Paskell, Henry. 
_Glen ~~(~fish, Virginia. 

INDIANA. 

Frank E. Campbell. Red Key. 
Edward E. Cox, Hartford City. 
George W. •Doyle, Vanburen. 
Alfred M. Hiatt, Pennville. 
B. F. Houseman, Dunkirk. 
John Postma, Milford. 
Charles W. Reed. Upland. 
·EJJi s · S. Rees. Winamac. 
Don C. Ward, Union City. 

Thomas J. Capper, Elgin. 
Harry H. Cate; Anita . 

IOWA, 

. William Cohrt, Gladbrook. 
Patrick H. Donlon, Emmetsburg. 
H. E. Elel, Buffalo Center. 
John Hickey, Vail. 
Edward J. Kooreman, Alton. 
Fank McShane, Springfield. 
F. D. Mead, Cresco. -
Stanley Miller, Mount Pleasant. 
William J Nelson, Grinnell. 
Ella ·c. Nolan, Ruthven. 
Jesse .A. Winger, Newton. 

KANSAS. 

Claud Alley, Oxford. 
James ,V . .Adams, Lebanon. 
Roscoe R. Beam, Anthony. 

..: 

John T. Brothers, National Military Home. 
William F. Grosser: Salina. ·. 
George S. Hartley, Arkansas City. 
John W. Lapham, Chanute. 
George A. Milliman, Oakley. 
Edwin F. Moody, Onaga. 
Thomas Torgeson, White City. 

KENTUCKY. 

William H. Atteberry, Munfoi.·dville. 
Charles Hadden, Jackson. 

MAINE. 

AlYin E. Dresser, MHlbridge. 
MICH~GAN. 

William .A . .Atyeo, Belleville. 
MISSISSIPPL 

Richard H. Coke, Mendenhall. 
MISSOURI, 

Frank D. Ball, Holden. 
Arthur L. Carter, Fairfax. 
Robert L. Hamilton. Salisbury. 
A. E. Michie, Webb City. 
J. B. Smith, Farmington. 
D. F. Willm, Crystnl City. 
Bennett Wardlow, Lancaster. 
Peter J. Weber, Tipton. 
.M. B. Yates, Pattonsburg. 
Will H. Zorn, Westplains. 
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MO~TANA • 
J. H. Hines, Valier. 
D.a vid J. Kane, East Helena. 

NEBRASK..\. 

I. R. Darnell, Benkelman. · 
Fanny Dworak, Howell. 
Claude B. Grace, '.£renton. 
W. H. ·Latham, Curtis. 

\ . 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, 

Andrew D. Davis, North Con)Vay. 
~harles E. Shepard, New London. 

NEW JERSEY • 

1\faude V. Richer. Aud~bon. · ' ~ 

NEW YORK. 

Patrick H. Lyons, Kings Park. 
Roy J :. Paxon,_ .Akron . 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

R. S. Newton, Southport. 
William M. Henry, Brevard. ·' · ~ 
Walter S. Thomas, Rockingham. 

OHIO. 

·Eugene C.' Chapman, Plain City. 
Freda .M. Milligan, Lowellvi_lle. 

OREGON. 

Cornelius Buchanan, Florence. 
SOUTH CAROUNA, 

J. Henry Bodie, Leesville. 
Clarence D. Cooper, Mayesville. 
George W. Dick, Sumter. 
Frank George, Lexington. 
Alva K. Lorenz, Aiken. 

SOUTH DAKOTA, 

W. L. Butler, Frankfort 
John L. Davis, Letcher. 
William Spencer, Onida. 
Lewis E. Whitcher, Highmore. 

TEXAS. 

Monroe R. Allen, Weimer. 
J. L. Crawford, San Benito. 
Paul ·L. Alexander, Lamesa. 
Cicero Harper, l\Ioran. 
J. Lester Hodges, Junction. 
E. A . . Shelton, El Paso. 
Virgil E. Todd, Gilmer. · 
A. H. Wolfe, Ladonia. 

VERMONT. 

James A. Donahue, Essex Junction. 
Frederick L. Smith, Brandon. 

VIRGINIA. 

Frank L. Sublett, Harrisonburg. 
WASHINGTON. 

John J. Carney, Aberdeen. 
J. E. Janosky, Connell. 
W. F. Roberts, jr., Elma. 
William Rouse, Stanwood. 

WEST VIRGINIA.. 

J. F. Beatty, Mannington. 
Charles E. Manley, Fairmont. 

WYOMING. 

C. E. Nolan, Superior. 

HOUSE OF REPRES-ENTATIVES. 
'fmsDAY, January 1~, 1915. 

The House met at 11 oclock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev: Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-

lowing prayer : · · . ' 
Thou who art the light of the world, the inspiration of all 

real greatness, the hope of our salvation, fill the hearts, we 
beseech Thee, of these Thy servants with true patrioti m. tllat 
they may i·ise to the dignity of statesmen on every qne tion of 
moment. on every yital issue that m~y come before them. that 
the people of this great Nation whom they repre ent -may be 
faithfully and efficiently served. In the spirit of Je us Christ 
our Lord and Master. Amen. · 

• · The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was rer..u and 
· approvea. 

/ 
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WOMAN. SUFFltAGE. 

Mr. HENRY. .Mr. Speaker, I _offer the following ,privileged 
resolution from the Committee on Rules, which I send to the 
desk and ask to ba¥e read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 703 (B. Rept. 1276). 

Resolved That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the 
House shal'l proceed to the consideration of H. J. Res. 1. There shall 
be not exceeding six hours' genet·al debate, to be divided bef:;ween those 
favoring and those opposing the resolution. At the co~cluswn of such 
general debate the resolution shall he considered fo~ amendment un~er 
the five-minute rule. Whereupon the previous questlOJ! shall be C<?nSld
ered as ol'dered on the resolution to final passage, .without any mter
vening motion. except one motion to recommit: Provtdecl, That all Mem
bet·s speaking upon the resolution or amendments offered thereto soan 
have the privilege of extending their remarks in the RECORD, .and all 
Membel'S shall have the right to print remarks for not exceeding five 
legislative days: Pmvided further. That all debate shall be co~fined .to 
the subiect matter of the resolution. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] about how much time be desi!es for 
discussion of the rule? · · 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I have considerable requests 
for time. Has the gentleman from Texas any suggestion as to 
time on the rule? · 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me a_n .hour o~gh.t to 
be sufficient, 30 rriinstes on a side. 

Mr. ·cAMPBELL. I have requests for more time than that. 
.Mr. HENRY. Does not the gentleman think he could get 

along with 30 minutes on his side?· There will be 6 hours 
of general debate. · . · 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish the gentleman from Texas would 
suggest an hour on a side. . 

1\Ir. HE"NRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
there be two hours of debate on the ru~e, one hour to be con
trolled by myself and one hour by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. CAMPBELL], at the end of whichJime th~ previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks ·unanimous 
consent that debate on the rule be limited to two hours, one half 
to be controlled by himself and the other half by th~ gentleman 
from Kansas [:Mr. CAMPBELL], and that at the ~nd of the two 
hours the previous question shall be considered as ordered on 
the resolution. Is there objection? . . 

.Mr. GARRET!' of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I wish to ask the gentleJ:?an from. ~exas what 
the rule provides as to debate on the mam propositiOn? 

1\fr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, the rule provides for six hours 
of general debate, and then the Mondell amendment shall be 
considered under the five-minute ru1e. 

.Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Were the six· hours agreed 
upon without difficulty in the committee in fixing the resolution 
as to the amount of time that should properly be allotted for 
the discussion of this subject? . 

Mr. HENRY. I think there was considerable difficulty. Some 
gentleman wanted much longer time than six hours for general 
debate. · 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I suppose there is not rea~y 
going to be any discussion of the rule itself, is there? It IS 
going to be on the main proposition. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The discussion, of course, will be on the 
main proposition. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Tennessee 

withhold his objection fqr a moment? · . 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee~ I reserve the right to obJect. 
Mr. MANN. Ordering the previous question will probably 

save time. Otherwise there might be a roll call; and if agree
ment can be reached to order the previous question, in the end 
is it not better to give that much time to t~e debate, where 
gentlemen desire it? 

1\Ir. GA.RRET'l' of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, if the debate 
were confined to the rule, I will say frankly to the gentleman 
from Illinois that I would not object, but I have really grown 
a trifle weary of rules being brought in here and . then discus
s'ions upon the main proposition being had instead of upon the 
rule. I am willing always, and always have been,· to hJl,ve 
liberal d.ebate upon great propositions like this, whe.n it is to be 
upon th~ . inain proposition, bpt evasion and debating of the 
main J1l'Qposition under the guise of ·debating the rule does J?-Ot 
appeal tp me. . . . . . · · . -

Mrv 1\IANN. · If the gentleman will yield further, it is a 
practicnl .proposition. Unless the gentleman from Texas should 
moYe the pre,ious question within an · hour's ·time, · the gentle.
mun from Kansas [Mr. CAi\IPBELLl,- I · take . it, or somebody else 
would be entitled to be recognized for an hour, and at the end 

Qf the two hours the previous question would · stilt · not : be 
ordered. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Texas could now move .the previous question.- · · · 

Mr. MAl"\TN. He can move it any time. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That would leav:e 20 minutes 

of debate on a side on the rule, and that · is what I <Urn in 
favor of. , ·. , 

Mr. HENRY. .Mr. Speaker, I make this suggestion, that we 
agree that the previous question shall be considered as ordered 
at the end of one hour and a half debate on the rule-45 min
utes to be controlled by myself and 45 by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]-and we will really save time by that. 
if we order the previous question now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from T~as [Mr. HENRY] 
asks unanimous consent that debate · on this rule . shall not 
exceed an hour and a half, 45. minutes to be controlled by 
himself and 45 minutes by the gentleman from Kansas, and 
tl::.at at the end of an hour and a half the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered. Is there objection: 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask my colleague from Texas a question for the 
general information of the House. Does the gentleman propose 
to conclude this matter on this legislative day? 

.Mr. HENRY. Yes; the intention is to finish it to-night. 
Mr. GARNER. In other words, there is to be si-x. hours of 

general debate and an hour and a half, which would make 
seven hours and a half of debate, which with the consideration 
under the · five-minute rule would · take it at least until r8 
o'clock. . . 

Mr. HEl~RY. I think we can easily finish i~ by 8 o'clock 
to-night. · 

.Mr. GARNER. I ask for information both for myself and 
other Members. ' • 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After .a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the gentleman from "rexas is recognized 
for 45 minutes. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, it. seems to me the rule is plain 
enough. It provides that immediately upon the adoption of 
this resolution the House shall proceed to consider the Mondell 
suffrage amendment, and then for general debate not to exceed 
six hours. After that the resolution shall be considered nnder 
the five-minute rule allowing the utmost freedom of amend
ment and debate. Therefore there is nothing in the terms of 
the rule that makes it severe or unreasonable, and I take it that 
the House is ready to meet this question fairly . and to \Ote 
whether or not we shall grant the women of this country the 
elective franchise. . 

Democratic Representatives have already met in caucus dur
ing this Congress and decided by a record . vote that this is a 
State question, and the proposition should be remanded to the 
respective States for solution and settlement. I assume that 
gentlemen of my party are now ready for a record vote in this 
Honse as in the Democratic caucus, and take the same stand 
they did when they bad it up for consideration in our pa~ty 
deliberations. And I assume also that gentlemen on that s1de 
of the House are ready to meet this important question, which 
is a great issue. There has been much agitation and con
sideration, and I have always taken the position that when 
any great problem like this has been before , the American 
people and they have considered it that their Representatives 
should accord to them the privilege of considering it on the 
:floor of this House. As far as I am concerned, after mature 
consideration I have come to a conclusion and shall have no 
difficulty in supporting the special rule which brings it before 
the House and less difficulty in casting ruy v9te ~gainst the 
Mondell amendment and raising my voice against it. Recently, 
on the 22d day of December, we have before this H9use .the 
Hobson amendment providing for national prohibition, and I 
voted and f;poke against that amendment. In the course of my 
remarks I took occasion to say that if there are any two ques
tions that pertain to the jurisd}cti9n of the States they are 
those in regard to the police powe:.;s and ~be right 9f s.uffrage. 
When this Government was fashioned by the Constitution of 
1789 if it bad been proposed in any State in this Union that 
we should take the police powers away. from the States or 
that we should lay the hands of the Federal Government on 
the rights of citizens to vote acco!'ding to the constitutions and 
laws of the various States, there would not have been a si?gle 
State . of the original 13 in their constitutional conventiOns 
that would have voted to ratify this amendment. 

Indeed many historians think that if the Constitution as 
originally drawn bad been s~bmitted to a popular vot~ of the 
people in the thirteen States 1t would. not baYe been ratified. as 
was done by the various State conventions, and so uarrow was 
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the margin in seT'eral States, even after ·the first 10 amend
ments had been tentatively agreed upon, that the Constitution 

lmost failed of ratification. And the first State that raised its 
voice against the Constitution as drawn was the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, upon the sole and simple ground that the 
.rights of the State, the sovereignty and integrity and powers 
of the State, had not been sufficiently preserved in the original 
draft of the Constitution, and Samuel Adams, who sat in the 
.Philadelphia com·ention and signed the Declaration of Inde
pendence, took the position that it those 1irst 10 amendments 
were not proposed and agreed upon the Constitution should not 
he ratified. Gov. Hancock agreed with him, and it was Massa
chusetts that proposed to the other States that these first 10 
amendments should be adopted, so that the right and the sover
eignty of the people should be preserved inviolate forever. Mr. 
Speaker, the time has come- when the Representatives of the 
American people- should take- their bearing and consider whither 
we are drifting. 

?\lr. HOBSON. Will the ge-ntleman yield for a question? 
1\Ir. HENRY. I will yield for a short question. 
Mr. HOBSON. Do I understand the gentleman from Texas 

as intimating that it might have been a preferable policy to 
have referred the ratification of the original Constitution to a 
popular yote, which would have rejected it? 

Mr. HENRY. Oh, no. I think our fathers were wise at that 
time when they submitted the Constitution to the constitutional 
conventions in the various States for their action. I am only 
talking about what the sentiment then was, and wa.s going on 
to say that until it was proposed that those 10 amendments 
should be proposed and adopted the Constitution never bad a 
chance to be ratifie-d in any one of the Sta.tes of the Union, 
either by a popular vote of all the people or by a constitutional 
conYention. Why, after it had been universally agreed by the 
people of every State in the Union that those 10 amendments 
were to become a part of tbe Constitution, Virginia, by the 
scant majority of 189 to 179 votes in her convention, ratified 
the Constitution, and there was not a difference oi more than 
8 Yotes in some of the gre-at States that bad the question under 
cons:idera tion. 

And after Massachusetts proposed these amendments the 
people were persuaded to ratify the Constitution by the strong
est kind of arguments from Alexander Hamilton, James Madi
son, and John Jay, in their papers published in the Federalist. 
And as it was the Constitution was barely adopted. I sa:i, and 
repeat it again. that if anyone had proposed in any of those 
conve-ntions that the people of any State should surrender their 
pglice powers or should give up their right to control suffrage 
in every State there would not have been a single State to 
ratify the original Constitution. Therefore I say that it is 
time for us to take our course and bearings and ascertain 
whither our course leads us. For my part I have long since 
concluded that I will not cast my vote for any amendment, no 
matter in what language it may be written, that will take the 
right away from the State to control their pollee powers and 
to absolutely determine eYery phase of the suffrage- question in 
every State of the Union. Therefore I shall vote Rgainst this 
amendment when the House comes to a final conclusion and 
shall raise my voice against it here and elsewhere whenever I 
am called upon to give utterance to my views. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas reserves 35 

minutes. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMFBELL] is recog
nized for 45 minutes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speitker, the rule under consideration 
makes it in order to -vote on the submission of an amendment to 
the Constitution ghing the women of America the privilege of 
voting. 

Unlike- the gentleman from Texas, I favor both the rule and 
the re olution. The que tion is of T'ery great importance. It 
touches the life of the Republic at every point among all its 
millions of in.habitants; for the better, if those who favor it 
are right; for the worse, if those who oppose it are right. I 
firmly believe that asking the women of our country to take 
part in the selection of our officers and in the solution of our 
political problems will gite the Republic a new birth and a new 
Ufe, for the better in all things. · 

-The que tivn, Mr. Speaker, is, therefore, with due deference 
to the- opinion of the President, of greater moment than the 
stablishmelrt of employment agencies even after two years of 

Democratic adlninistration. The President and many of his 
followers insist that granting the right of suffrage to women is 
'One th::1t must be dealt with by the States. He invokes the doc
trine of Stnte sororeignty with the same enthusiasm and confi
dence that others of hi party in\oked that doctrine in favor of 
human sla 1ery in other days. The doctrine of State rights 

would be a better shield to use aga.inst woman's suffrage if it 
were also in\"oked against Federal authority in preyenting the 
spread of• yellow fever and the ravages of the boll weevil fn 
Southern States and the establishment of employment agencies 
in the industrial centers of the North, where there are to-day 
so many jobless men . 

Why, within the few weeks last passed the gentleman from 
Texas has made these walls echo with his eloquence in support 
of a proposition requiring the Federal Go--rernment to finance 
the eotton planters of Texas, taking the place of local Texas 
banks. 
Mr~ HENRY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CAUPBELL. :Jj'or a question. 
:Mr HENRY. Is not the gentleman aware of the fact that 

whe-n the Constitution was written the States expressly dele
gated to the Federal Government the right to coin money, regu
late the value thereof, and supply an adequate amount of cur· 
rency to the people of the various States? · 
Mr~ CAMPBELL. Oh, yes; but no one has yet assumed that 

that grant of the Constitution imposed upon the Fe-deral Gov
ernment the duty of financing an admittedly bankrupt private 
enterprise in any State of tlle Union. What :s aske-d here is 
an amendment to the Federal Constitution giving the right of 
franchise to half of our adult population, so that it can be exer
cised under the same constitutional righ~ as that of coining 
money or regulating its value as provided for in the original 
document The same Constitution provided for its amendment, 
and here, in an orderly way, we are seeking to amend it on a 
most important subject. 

The laws relative to the franchise and voting should be the 
same in all our country. Experience and conditions incident to 
the matter of establishing qualifications for voting argue for the 
same law for all parts of the country and for 1 law instead of 
48 to ~ccomplish the same general purpose. State lines hare 
been yielding to the demands for government from Washington 
more and more in recent years. The selection and maintenance. 
therefore, of the Government at Washington, as a matter of 
right, should be under franchise and election laws enacted in 
Washington. To say the least, the opportunity should be given 
to amend the Constj..tution in this important particular, i.f the 
people ot the States see ~t to make the change. And the Pr~si
dent, as the leader of his party, when he charges the opposition 
with not having a new idea in 30 years, should at least find 
some buffer far everything new that is proposed besides tho 
doctrine oi State sovereignty that surrendered at Appo.matto:x 
half a century ago. 

The question of woman suffrage is of first importance on 
both sides of the Atlantic and is associate-d in every mind with 
political and-sociological changes that look to the betterment of 
mankind. 1\!en have assumed the authority to goT'ern for more 
than 60 centuries-20 centuries under Christian civilization
and yet men settle questions of difference to-day in Europe and 
America with the- same barbaric force that Cain and Abel re
sorted to in the settlemeDt of their first dispute. 

Under the direction of men the flower of the young manhood, 
the pride ot mothers, and the only . hope of a great posterity 
in Europe, is to-day sacrificed in barbaric war. Young men 
are slaughtered by ten and hundreds of thousands, and millions 
are maimed for life. Standing in the dawn of the twentieth 
century, it all staggers the imagination. 

Last April the President of the United States invoked in our 
own country the war forces of our Nation to settle a difference 
with the then President of the Republic of Mexico. The con
tending forces of the two countries met in the battle of Vera 
Cruz and the sons of 21 American mothers were killed and 155 
Mexicans met their death, some of them women and children. 
And after the burial of the dead nothing w-as settled. The 
salute was not fire-d and the arms and ammunition for the Presi
dent of .Mexico that had Vera Cruz for their destination were 
landed at another Mexican port. Nothing was. settled. 

Mr. Speaker, the women who furnish the men to fight the 
battles should haYe something to say as to what conditions 
justify the battles to be fought. [Applause on the floor and in 
the galleries.] 

The SPF~ER. The Chair wishes to admonish the people in 
the galleries once more. They must not give signs of assent or 
dissent by . way of applause, and if they should continue it the 
Chair will be obliged to ha-vQ the galleries cleared. [Applause.] 

1\fr. CAMPBELL. After all, Mr. Speaker, have we made much 
progress in some of the really great questions of government? 
We easily break through the veneer we call civilization and ex
pose the barbarian. May we not hope that in both minor and 
major matters the participation of the mothers of the Nation 
in the affairs- of the Nation will early result in the betterment 
of many sociological and politkal conditions, and in the settle-

-
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ment of fnte"rnation'al disputes without resorting" to the arbitra
ment of arms, and in the establishment of a really substantial 
cinlization? 

·woman has been equal to every duty that has been imposed 
upon her and to every responsibility she has assumed. The 
franchise will give her opportunities for good in the Republic, 
if what we ha-re been taught and what we teach with respect 
to high standards of voters and voting is true. Women will 
rai e the standard in politics as she has raised and maintained 
the standard in every relation she sustains in life. 

Mr. Speal.:e1·, I reserve the remainder of my time. 
l\fr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman takes his 

seat will he permit me to ask him· a question? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 

Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman used 12 minutes. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 
Mr. BUTLER. As I understand, the only question before us 

here is whether or not we are willing to propose this amendment 
to the legislatures of the different States? 

1\Ir. C.UIPBELL. That is the question before the House 
to-day. · 
- l\Ir. BUTLER. Are you a member of the Committee on Rules'! 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. 
l\lr. BUTLER. Were you not willing that the Committee on 

Rules should let the House determine this question? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, certainly. 
Mr. BUTLER Then, why not · go ahead an'd submit this 

question to the States? 
l\Ir. CAl\fPBELL. I leave that to the gentleman from Texas 

and those who agree with him to answer. I favored the resolu
tion in committee, and I favor it here. 

l\fr. ADAIR. 1\lr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does. the gentleman friJm Kansas yield to 

the gentleman from Indiana? 1 

· 1\Ir. CAMPBELL. Yes. 
.Mr. ADAIR. I want to ask the gentleman a question. I 

may say that I intend to Yote for this resolution. I want to 
ask the gentleman from Kansas whether his party has declared 
for woman suffrage in their last platform or any other plat
form? 

~fr. CAMPBELL. Oh, no. I am assuming the responsibility 
here. There are some new things in tbe Republican Party, the 
President's assertion to the contrary notwithstanding; and be 
, houJd discover something newer than the doctrine of State 
sov.ereignty as a shield against everything new. [Applause.] 

1\fr. HENRY. 1\fr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLY]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KEI~LY] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
the House, this proposition is one which was discussed in great 
detail in the Committee on Rules. As a member of that com
mittee I had _the privilege of voting to report it to the House 
for action. A three-day bearing was held by the committee, 
and the main thing demonstrated there was that the demand 
for woman suffrage is not a ·sectional but a national demand. 

Its advocates are found in every State and probably every 
town in the Union. The South has its organizations devoted 
to this cause just as the North and East and West. It is not 
a class movement, and tbe leader in exclusive society vies with 
the working girl in enthusiasm and devotion. It is an Ameri
can movement, and the refined, home-loving women of America 
make up its Yital strength. 

They have placed their plea before Congress as the body 
which represents the entire Nation. This proposed constitu
tional amendment places the question of woman suffrage 
squarely where it belongs, in the national field of action. If it 
is right and. expedient that women should vote in Oregon, it is 
equally right and expedient that they should vote in Pennsyl
vania. There is no magic power in a State line to make the 
women in Illinois fit to govern themselves and in Kentucky 
unfit to govern themselves. 

There is no just reason why the question of woman suffrage 
shouJd be met piecemeal and solved in fractions. America is 
not a coll~ction of so-vereign States; it is a Nation, founded on 
the sovereignty of its people. The Constitution is the organic 
law of the Nation, and it provides for its own amendment. 
The method provided is difficult, so difficult that it requires an 
almost unanimous public sentiment in order to secure its 
amendment. Three-fourths of the States must ratify a pro
posed amendment before it becomes effective, and this makes 
it possible for a most 'insignificant minority to prevent a change. 

One-fortieth of the voters may prevent the adoption of an 
amendment demanded by thirty-nine fortieths of the voters. 

In spite of such handicaps the supporters of woman suffrage 
are simply asking that Congress refer this amendment to the 
States for their action. It is a just request and calls upon 
Congress to perform its duty only, to submit a question wr.tich 
is of vital importance to the States for their decision, whatever 
that decision may be. With the demand coming from all quar
ters, with public sentiment fully formed, and ~he people ready 
to act upon the question, I maintain · that no Representative 
of the people is justified in voting to refuse to allow the solution 
by the duly constituted power. 

Woman suffrage is a natural evolution in that democracy 
which has traversed the centuries, gaining new victories with 
every conflict. The ballot has always been regarded as the 
symbol of human liberty, and it bas been secured by larger 
groups in every forward movement. In spite of every effort 
on the part of the few, who have always sought to control 
government for their own selfish ends, property qualifications, 
religious tests, and other barriers have been thrown down and 
universal manhood suffrage is an accomplished fact. 

To-day the ballot is denied but one class of American citizens, 
~nd that class America's women. The scum and riffraff of the 
land, the unconvicted thief and thug, the moral leper, take their 
places at the ballot box as American citizens, while the woman
hood of the Nation is pushed aside. Such injustice can not 
long endure, and no power of reaction can stop the final deter
mination of America that as the ballot is not conditioned on 
race nor color neither shall it be conditioned on sex. , 
- I believe in woman suffrage, because I believe in democracy. 

The person who opposes woman suffrage may be a believer in 
democracy, but he does not believe in putting it into practice. 
That kind of faith without works is about the deadest thing 
imaginable. , 

I believe that the government where the supreme controlling 
power is vested in the entire citizenship is the best possible 
form of government. Supreme-power in the hands of a few, 
or a particular class, bas never resulted and will never result 
in the welfare of the many. The rights and interests of indi
viduals and classes can only be safeguarded when they are 
able to give effective expression of their will. The only way 
to give an effective expression of will in this country is through 
the pencil in the booth on the day of election. The ballot is 
a weapon of defense and a tool for service, and neither the 
securing of rights nor the performance of duties in the best 
sense is possible without it. When officials are chosen without 
the consent of all, then those who had no voice in their selection 
are subjects, not citizens. Women are citizens, they are part of 
the people, and they have a right to help elect those who shall 
represent them and to help make the laws under which they 
shall live and to which they must render obedience. 

Are the rights and interests of women safeguarded to-dRy 
where they can not enforce their demand through the ballot? 
Let us consider the case of the 1,514,000 women who are work
ing in the field; most of them labor south of the Mason and 
Dixon line. It is a half million more than the number of 
slaves who worked in the fields when this Nation declared war 
on slavery. · 

Four hundred and nine thousand of this number are 16 years 
of age and under. They are robbed of their childhood and forced 
to toil inhumanly long hours in heavy drudgery. Nine hun
dred and fifty thousand are between 16 and 45 years of age; 
their round of life is barren of hope and happiness and the 
future holds nothing for them but despair. One hundred and 
sixty-five thousand are 45 years of age and over; even old 
age can not escape the burdens which would prove unendu
rable to the average man. 

These are facts given in the census reports and they can not 
be denied. In spite of the boasted chivalry of opponents of 
woman suffrage, who declare that they wish to place woman 
on the pedestal of reverence and worship, here are sweethearts, 
wives, and mothers torn from the borne and chained to the 
plow. These women form a chain gang of civilization, and their 
condition should bring the blush of shame to every American . . 

Do you bear an outcry against this degradation of woman:.. 
hood from these worshippers of lovely woman, who declare that 
their sole desire is to protect women from contact with the 
sordid world? They have time to consider many questions, but 
not a moment for this problem of the woman in the fields. They 
forget these helpless, defenseless ones because they can not de
mand attention and enforce that demand. , 

It is not necessary to select one class of woman workers to 
prove the injustice which exists. The whole range ol woman's 
part in industry shows that women do not secure the same share 
of the wealth they -produce as do men. Three-fifths of all women 
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in industry, according to Prot Scott Nearing, get less than $8 
a week. At a hearing.in New York City last week a repre
sentutive of the Wanamaker stores testified that $9 a week 
was the least on which a woman worker could be expected to 
maintain herself decently. The study of minimum wage com
missions in many States and cities has shown that a very large 
proportion of the women workers in American industry receive 
less than a living wage; that is, a sum sufficient to maintain 
physical conditions alone at the most efficient stnndard. 

In many cases women •work side by side with men, perform
ing the same duties and producing the same output, at half the 
wages. The ballot in the hands of women will break down this 
system of unequal pay and nothing else will do it. Ron. Car
roll D. Wright, the famous statistician, after long study, makes 
that assertion directly when he says: 

The lack of direct political influence constitutes a powerful reason 
why women's wages have been kept at a minimum. 

A comparison between States where women have direct politi
cal influence and States where they do not settles all arguments 
on this score. For instance, in Massachusetts the average pay 
of the woman school-teacher is but one-third that of men, while 
in Wyoming and Utah it is provided that there shall be equal 
pay for equal work. 

I maintain that until women have the right of franchise they 
can not secure justice for themselves. Until they secure it we 
must expect conditions such as I have described, together with 
a situation which permits the payment of a fine of $20 by the 
owners of a Triangle factory, whose negligence results in a fire 
which costs the lives of 145 women employees. We must expect 
to see legislatures appropriating millions of the money of all the 
people for the protection of cattle and hogs and sheep while the 
claims of womanhood for a square deal go unheeded. 

·But I go further and maintain that the Nation needs the vote 
of its womanhood fully as much as the worn~ need the ballot. 
This Nation needs intelligent, educated voters, and more girls 
than boys are being graduated from our high schools and col
leges every year. It needs native-born voters, and there are 
129 men of foreign birth to .every 100 women of foreign birth 
in the country. It needs law-abiding votes, and women form 
the minority of all the criminal and vicious classes. It needs 
'Voters who will put the rights of humanity above the right to 
plunder, and woman by her very nature is peculiarly interested 
in conserving human life and surrounding it with the greatest 
possible protection. 

To-day, as always, the first and greatest item in humanity's 
bill of rights is the right to live. With America's womanhood 
prevented from giving an effective expression to her will, how 
has America dealt with the conditions which menace life and 
health? The answer comes back in a fa mons phrase, " Human 
life is the cheapest commodity in America." 

Although the care of the public health is the first duty of 
statesmen, we have so neglected the whole question that even 
the statistics necessary to an accurate statement of the situa
tion is lacking. I have searched long and arduously to glean 
from governmental publications some actual facts regarding 
vital statistics in this country; but I have searched in vain. If 
you desire to know the number of farm animals in this country, 
you can secure the information easily. You can not learn how 
many American citizens died last year. You can find exactly the 
extent of tubercular diseases among cattle, but you can not 
learn the number of Americans suffering from tuberculosis. You 
can get the figures of the loss of crops due to the boll weevil ; 
you can not get the figures of the loss due to typhoid fever. 

To remedy such a situation I have introduced a measure in 
this Congress which would enable us to at least know the truth, 
so that we might arrive at a remedy. Needless to say, in the 
strenuous rush of passing legislation dealing with the things of 
property, Congress has been unable to consider this legislation 
dealing . with persons. 

But through partial reports gathered from various sources we 
can estimate that each year 1,600,000 sons and daughters of 
American mothers die. Only one-fourth of these are over 65 
years of age, so that 1,200,000 persons under 65 years of age die 
every year. Of that number, 650,000, or more than half, die 
before they are five years of age. That is a veritable slaughter 
of the innocents, for a large proportion of them are uselessly 
sacrificed for lack of the simplest precautions. 

One hunrlred and fifty thousand die from the preventable 
plague, tuberclllosis; 25,000 deaths are due to the preventable 
disease, typhoid fever; and 135,000 more die from pneumonia, 
whose ravages are largely due to neglect. 

Besides these, 90,000 Americans are killed every year by in
dustrial accidents and other violence, and 500,000 are seriously 
injured in the same manner. 

-

A conservative estimate of the facts states that at this mo
ment more than a million and a half Americans are on beds of 
helplessness and suffering from preventable diseases and acci
dents, while within the next 12 months American mothers will 
sacrifice 650,000 of their sons and daughters from preventable 
causes alone. 

Do you suppose such conditions would long obtain in the face 
of the truth that even the simplest precautions would prevent 
such a toll of life if the mothers of America could wield their 
influence through the ballot? Even if it tried, the Nation could 
not resist a life-saving campaign with the mothers of men in a 
position to demand and enforce action. ' 

But this is only one phase of the influence of women in the 
realm of government. No political question is before this Na
tion to-day but affects the woman, whose task of operating the 
home and feeding and clothing the children is the most impor
tant business of the human race. 

Is woman's place the home? Then she must have the vote to 
protect her home. Every function of Government that affects 
the cost ot condition of living affects woman even more than 
man. A Payne-Aldrich Schedule K exacts its tribute from the 
mothers, just as a financial or industrial depression lays its 
crushing weight upon the home maker and home keeper. Voters 
and their representatives are dealing to-day with food and 
clothing and water and gas and electric light. They deal with 
the liquor question and child labor and a hundred other prob
lems which vitally concern the home and childhood. Without 
a voice in the selection of representatives and the making of 
laws women are helpless to protect their place-the home
from the evil forces which are bent upon its destruction. 

That women will use their power in such an endeavor is not a 
theory. It has been shown beyond the shadow of a doubt in the 
States where they have the right of suffrage. Humane, moral 
and educational legislation bas been placed on the statute book:~ 
of these States when the same measures are defeated again and 
again_ in the States where the women are barred from participa
tion in gm·ernment. 

The Century Magazine last year published an article showing 
what the "woman-made" laws in Colorado, where equal suf
frage has been in operation since 1893, have sought to accom
plish. Following is an excerpt !rom that article: 

1893-1900. A State home for dependent childrt.>n, three o! the five 
members of the board of control to be women ; making the mother joint 
guardian of the child with the father; raising age of protection f-or girls 
to 18 years· a State industrial school for girls, three of the five 
members of the board of control to be women ; a factory inspection law 
and the creation of the indeterminate sentence, out of which Tom 
Tynan's wonderful " honor-and-trust" idea has been evolved. • • • 

1900-1910. Juvenile court system; drastic compulsory education Jaw· 
a child-labor law taking Jittle ones under 14 out of factories, stores: 
and mines and forbidding the employees of those under 16 in unhealth
ful or dangerous trades ; making father and mother joint heirs of de· 
ceased child ; providing penalties for failure to support aged or infirm 
parents; a traveling library commission, consisting ot five women, for 
the purpose of seeing that books reach the most remote mountain camp 
and prairie hut; making it a criminal offense to contribute to the de
linquency o! a child ; a local option law, and the establishment of a 
State free employment bureau, with offices in all the principal cities 
and towns. 

In considering the laws enacted subsequent to 1910 mark the new 
economic and industrial emphasis ; creation of a minimum wage com
mission, with power to act; establishment of $50 as a minimum monthly 
wage for teachers and doubling the length of the minimum school year; 
amendments putting teeth in the child-labor law, the factory inspection 
law and the compulsory education law; a workman's compensation act; a 
law putting loan sharks out of business; a strong nonsupport law, and 
a companion statute making nonsupport an extraditable offense. 

With regard to the liquor traffic there can be no question that the 
voting woman is as bitterly opposed to the saloon as she is to the 
brothel. Kans~. of course. has had State-wide prohibition for years; 
and Ulinols, Oregon, and Arizona, where the woman vote is scarcely a 
year old, can not be fairly counted either one way or the other. All the 
other six, however, have local option laws that are drying up the liquor 
like some huge blotter. 

Wyoming is 90 per cent dry. Colorado has 50 "dry" counties out of 
62. Only 18 of Utah's 28 counties are " wet," and 16 of these are 
mining camps. Idaho, 90 per cent dry, pa sed a search and seizure 
bill at the last se sion; also a law compellinlf an oath from patrons 
of drug stores. And California's list o! ' dry ' towns has grown from 
200-odd to over 600 since suffrage. 

Mr. Speaker, the test of woman suffrage in the States where 
the right has been granted proves that it introduces a saving 
element into the politics of the present dny. It centers atten
tion upon the rights of manhood and womanhood and child
hood, and this Nation needs that to-day just as it needed it in 
the days preceding the Civil War. Of that period Wendell 
Phillips said : 
. Your We.bsters. your Clays, your Calhouns,. your Douglases, how
ever able intellectually they may have been, have never dared nor 
cared to touch the moral element of our national life. Either the 
shallow and heartless trade of politics bad eaten out their own 
moral being or they !eared to enter the unknown land of lofty right 
and wrong. 

Neither o! these great names has linked itself and its fame with 
the great moral issue o! the day. They deal with money questions, 

~ I 
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with tariffs, with State law, and if by any chance they touched the 
slave question it was only like hucksters trading in the relics of 
the saints. I risk nothing when I say that the antislavery discus
sion was the salt of this Nation. It actually kept it alive aud 
wholesome. · 

To-day another crisis is at hand. Our attention has been 
given to the production of wealth, and we have succeeded. until 
our mills and factories are the largest, our tonnage the great
e_st, our buil.dings the highest, our material possessions the 
riche t, of any nation on the globe. We blinded ourselves for 
years in the delusion that these things meant real greatness 
and that out of such material an enduring temple of national 
life {!ould be built. 

But we are beginning to see that the rights of the many 
have been despoiled that a few might add new treasures to 
their already dangerously large store; that immense factories 
have too often meant a wilderness of darksome city streets, 
where poverty-stricken ones are reared in want and suffering,. 
under conditions which can not fail to multiply vice and 
crime. 

To grapple with the foes of the common welfare of this 
Nation requires e-rery moral force that it possesses. The 
womanhood of America is needed in this battle. I do not pro
fess to believe that woman suffrage will make a paradise of 
society in a day. Only its enemies have ever professed to be
lieve that. But I do believe that the right of American women. 
to express their will directly will help to take some of the 
shame from our splendor, some of the greed and crime from 
our genius and culture, some of the oppression from our pros
perity, some of the party-rot-ism from our patriotism, some 
of the lawlessness from ou:c legislation, and help to bridge 
the gulf between the house of have and the house of wnnL 
It is little short of a crime to shackle and throttle any force 
in America which will help to do this at a time when it is so 
badly needed. 

To know whether woman suffrage will mean the injection of 
such a force into politics and government one need go only to 
its enemies. Arrayed against it you will find every crooked 
political influence in this Nation, every profiter from privilege, 
every seeker of unfair advantage, every exploiter of childhood, 
eyery interest that thrives on vice and crime. I do not say 
that no honest men and women oppose it, but I do say that 
these sinister interests take the lead in every battle against it, 
because they know what it means. Because I give them credit 
for a sure and certain appraisal of _ e\ery beneficial and 
in.imical mo-rement, I would be for woman suffrage on that 
ground alone. I love it for its enemies, and their enmity is 
an unanswerable argument that woman suffrage always and 
everywhere tends to uplift rather than to degrade and to pro
mote the common good of all rather than to give special privi-
leges to the few. ' 

There are arguments coming from respectable · sources against 
it of course. There always are respectable opponents to every 
great forward movement, for there are always those who be
lie-re that everything new is dangerous and that everything 
old is sacred. It is said that giving the woman the vote means 
doubling the vote of her father or husband. If that is a valid 
objection, then a man's son should not be given the -rote, heca'.lse 
he generally follows in his father's footsteps. Even this ob
jection, however, implies that the woman who is the head of 
the house and the property owner should ha-re the vote to pro
tect her own interests. 

It is said that giving the suffrage to women includes gi-ring 
it to ignorant and vicious women. But what about the ignorant 
and vicious men who vote? When it is admitted that there 
are countless educated and intellectual W'Omen competent to 
exercise a voice in government, making sex the line of dis
qualification is unjust and absurd. 

It ·is said that it would be degrading for women to vote. 
Just why the exercise of the high and so-rereign right of citi
zenship at the ballot box is degrading is not stated. If women 
are too good for the present-day politics, something is sadly 
wrong with politics and the purifying influence of these good 
women is an immediate need. It is more likely that, instead of 
women being lowered by contact with politics, politics will be 
lifted up by contact with women. 

It is said that the ballot should not be given to women, 
because of their inexperience in politics. How did men gain 
their experience? Simply by demanding a voice in the conduct 
of Gov-ernment and making use of their opportunities when 
secured. That is exactly what women are asking......:.an oppor
tunity to gain the experience. It can not be gained beforehand 
any more than one can become an accomplished nolinist with
out using a violin. 

It is said that women should not have the ballot because all 
women do not want it. The real question involved is, Why 

should those who do not want.it prohibit those who do want it? 
Not all the slaves of the Southland wanted freedom, and some 
refused to leave the condition of bondage to a master, but that 
did not affect the principle of human freedom. Some womeiL 
will not vote; neither do some men. But that does not affect 
the principle that the duties and privileges of citizenship 
belong by right to women as well as men. 

In fact almost every argument advanced in opposition nulli
fies itself, or is nullified by other arguments in opposition. Some 
say that women would forsake their children to vote, while 
others declare that they would not vote at all. Some say their 
voting would cause strife in the family, while others main
tain that they would always vote as their husbands commanded. 
Some declare that they would perpetually seek to hold office,.. 
while others declare that they would not assume the duties of 
public position. Some declare that women should be satisfied 
with the present splendid conditions in politics, while others 
say that politics is a corrupting and contaminating pool. Some
declare that women's position without the vote is much more 
influential than with it, while others declare that they were 
created to be subordinates. 

Some ay that woman suffrage is not a succe s in the States
where it has been tried, while others fight it~ trial elsewhere on 
the ground that, once tried, it is never given up. 

Some say that woman suffrage does not result in the pas age 
of humanitarian and · social welfare legislation, while others 
declare that it always results in the passage of such " danger
ous" legislation as child-labor laws, workmen's compE!nsation, 
minimum wage, and so forth. 

Some say that gov€rnment is founded on force, and those 
who can not bear arms should not vote, while others declare 
that it is woman's sphere to bear the soldiers who bear the arms~ 

Ur. Speaker, these arguments. adrnnced in apparent good 
faith by opponents of woman suffrage, but show the weakness 
of the cobweb strands vainly expected to fetter real democracy 
in this Nation. Barriers of State rights, with their twilight 
zones of confusion and irresponsibility · difficulty in amending 
the Constitution, which shackles the will of the people; powers 
of pri\ilege, which dread even-handed justice, however potent 
and subtle, must in the end bow conquered before the right of 
the womanhood of America to have a voice in government. 

The defeat of this resolution can not permanently prevent 
its triumph. The history of this Natio.n. shows one thing above 
all others, and that is that any great question of justice and 
right is never considered settled finally m1til it is settled right. 

I can not chart the future and indicate the date when woman 
suffrage will be an accomplished fact. I do know that the 
day must come when America, founded through the groping in 
human hearts for democracy, will become the land of jrrstice 
for men ::illd women alike, the sovereign power placed jointly 
in their hands, to work out their destinies, unfettered and un
bound. 

.There will be no faltering and no retreat until that day of 
trmmph.. For it must come before America fulfills her destiny 
and realizes the aspirations that have thrilled her patriot ·hearts 
to heroic deeds and inspired her patriot minds to noble visions 
becoming a nation where the rule of all the people has secured 
for common. manhood its de erved respect common womanhood 
its earned rewards, and common. childhood its inherent right 
to life and leisure. · 

Mr. HE~RY. Mr. Speaker, I yield fiTe minutes to the gen
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HoBSON]. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to express my thanks 
to the gentleman from Texas [1\Ir. HEl\"'R.Y] for granting me 
this time, knowing, as he does, that I am in favor of the reso
lution as well as the rule, and I shall address myself to the 
question of the rule in its bearing upon State rights. The gen
tleman from Texas has invoked the sovereignty of the St.'l.tes, 
enumerating control of their police power and control of the 
suffrage. The pending re olution does not impose equal suf
frage upon tbe country, but it does permit the States themselves 
to decide whether they will impose equal suffrage upon them
selves and equally upon the Federal GovE'rnment. The section 
reads the same for both : 

The right of citizens of the United States to- vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or hy any State on account of sex. 

Mr. HENRY. Will the gentleman yield for a question there? 
Mi.·. HOBSON. Certainly. 
Mr. H~TRY. Have not the States that right now? 
Mr. HOBSON. Yes; the States have the right now, each ta 

decide for itself, and they should have the additional right to 
say whether in all the States and in the wllole Nation women 
shall have the ballot. 

Mr. H]Th'RY. Has not every State in. the Union the right to 
confer the elective franchise on women? 
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Mr. HOBSON. It has. 
1\ir. HENRY. Then why do you need this amendment? 
:Mr. BORSON. We would not need it if all the States were 

to adopt it, but this is the only way to enable all the States to 
determine the policy of all the States. 

The gentleman points out the difficulty of ratification. The 
gentleman must recognize that that very difficulty of ratification 
is a guaranty that the States will not act hastily or unwisely. 
The gentleman and those similarly minded might not trust a ma
jority of the States, but surely if they really trust the States 
they should have confidence in the action of three-fourths of 
all the States. 

The gentleman referred to the action of the Democratic 
cancus. The Democratic cancns pronounced this a qnestion 
for the States. This resolution would take the question out of 
national politics and make it a State question pure and simple 
whether the States wish to ratify or not. The gentleman in
voked the question of police power. Police power is the power 
of self-protection. In it resides the inherent essence of State 
sovereignty-the right of each State to protect the life, healtll, 
liberty, and good morals of its own citizens. To-day great 
interstate and national agencies are trampling upon those 
rights. The States have the right to employ the T'Otes of both 
sexes to strengthen their real police powers. 

Reference has been made to the great reform of abolishing 
war, one of the greatest reforms of the ages, in which woman's 
influence ''"ill be felt nlmost unanimously on the side of peace. 

I de ire also to refer to an even more organic reform, that 
of stopping the debauching of the youth of this land and all 
L'lnds, the degeneracy of the race, through the liquor traffic. 
An overwhelming majority of the women will likewise be in 
favor of that reform. This is the reason why the great na
tional liquor forces always fight woman's suffrage. w·hen that 
reform is established, then and then only will the sovereign 
States enjoy the full and free exercise of their real police 
powers. To-day the rights of citizens are trampled upon. No 
deference is given .to the conditions of morality in many local
ities in our great citie . The pleadings of the mothers and the 
wives fall on deaf ear . They are not considered in deter
mining the police policies of these communities. 

Mr. SA:."\IlTEL W. S:\IITH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The SPEAKER Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan? 

Mr. HOBSON. Certainly; T"ery briefly. 
Mr. S.UfUEL W. SMITH. If this resolution becomes a law, 

will erery legislature in every State in the Union have to net 
upon it? 

Mr. HOBSO:N. No. It will require, however, three-quarters 
of them to act affirmatively in order to ratify. 

The brotherhood of States is the repository of the organic 
law. The most vital right the States possess and cherish is the 
power to amend the organic law of the Nation. Congress, in 
withholding the opportunity to exercise this right, would violate 
this tlle most fundamental right of the -States. Let no Mem
ber invoke State rights, let no Member invoke the police po'\\er 
of the States, when he deprives the brotherhood of States of 
the opportunity to amend the Constitution and determine them
selves the question of equal suffrage. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] is 
recognized. 

1\Ir. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT]. 

Mr. LE~'ROOT. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote to adopt this rule, 
but if the rule is adopted I shall vote against the amendment 
to which it relates, and my vote upon this amendment will be 
governed by the same principles, in large" part, that governed 
my vote upon the prohibition resolution. When that resolu
tion was before the House I stated that "I believed that Con
gress never should propose an amendment unless, in its judg
ment, there is a well-settled, deliberately formed public opinion 
of such extent as to make it probable, at least, that if sub
mitted the amendment will be ratified by the necessary number 
of States in the very near future. That condition does not 
exist to-day with reference to this subject, and I think no one 
will claim that it does exist." The same thing can be said of 
this resolution. I J)rofoundly believe that every Member of 
Congress has a responsibility, :md a most solemn one, in the 
proposing of constitutional amendments, and it will not be 
denied in this case, as it was not denied in the case of the 
prohibition resolution, that there is not such a deliberately 
formed public opinion with relation to it ns to make it prob
able, at least, that if submitted it will be adopted in the 
yery near future. 

If upon the prohibition resolution I had taken tile position 
that many Members of this House took-that it was merely a 
referendum-! should feel compelled to 1otc for this re olution 
to-day, and I expect that e1ery Member who \oted for that 
resolution upon that ground will vote for this re olution to-day. 
If I had taken the position, as some Members did, that they 
were opposed to the prohibition resolution upon the ground 
of the impossibility of enforcement, that nrgume~t would not 
prevail with reference to this one, becau e here there can be 
no question of lack of enforcement; and if my opposition bad 
been placed upon that ground I should have felt compelled to 
vote for this one to-day. But, Mr. Speaker, to my mind there 
is a principle that should not be violated in particular cases, 
and tllat is, before we are authorized to submit a constitutional 
amendment it ought to be in response to such a well-settled, well
defined, well-established public opinion as to make it probab!e 
that if submitted it will be ratified in the very near future. 

Now, 1\Ir. Speaker, why is that neces ary? Again referring 
to my remarks thnt were made on the prohibition resolution, 
I said: 

There is no such thing as the rejection of a proposed amendment to 
the Federal Constitution by the States. If a State t•atifies it, the matter 
is settled, so far as that State is concerned, for all Ume to come. But 
i.f it rejects it, it means nothing more than the postponement of the 
matter until another legislattll'e is elected. In other words, if the State 
ratifies the proposed amendment, it has no power tbereaftet· to recon
sider its action; but if it refuses to ratify it, any subsequent legisla
ture may again vote upon it. So when an amendment leaves Congress 
it is never rejecte<t. never dies, but lives on until ratified by the re
quit·ed numbet· of ;:states; and it might easily be that when the last 
State has ratified it the States first ratifying it may have changed their 
views and, in fact, be opposed to it. This is why great care should be 
exercised in proposing constitutional amendments, and only after publ\c 
opinion is so well settled a3 to practically insure early ratification 
should they be submitted by Congress. 'rhis is a general princir . .le tb:! t 
should govern all cases. And hclieving in that pnnciplc as I do I can 
not make an exce~,:tion in this case. 

Mr. Speaker, what is the evid~nce that public opinion is not 
so well settled ancl so well established that we should not S'Jb
mit this at this time? During the past five years woman suffrage 
has prevailed in seven States. At the last election it was sub
mitted in seven States and defeated in five States. What are 
we to gather from that action? 'l'hat there is a well-settled 
public demand for an amendment to the Federal Constitution in 
this respect? I ask you, sir, is not such public opinion as has 
been expressed directly to the contrary? 

I am sorry that that condition prevails, because I belie1e 
in woman suffrage. I have perhaps made as many speeches 
for it $.iS any .Member of this House not from a woman-suffrage 
State, but because as I view it public sentiment does not justify 
me in voting for the amendment, I can not give it my vote. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER] asked a 
question of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] as to 
why the people should not have the opportunity to vote upon 
thi question. .Mr. Speaker, the reason that I have suggested 
is one; but I want to ask the· gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether he is willing to submit a constitutional amendment 
upon any question upon which there is an established puiJlic 
sentimf!Ilt to a certain extent? 

Mr. BUTLER Does the gentleman ask me that question? 
Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 
.Mr. BUTLER Why, if this was wrong I would say no; but 

how does the gentleman determine that there is no public senti
ment for it? 

Mr. LE~TROOT. If the gentleman was listening to what I 
just said--

Mr. BUTLER. I was listening, but the gentleman did not 
convince me. 

Mr. LENROOT. I saM that in the Just election seven States 
voted on woman suffrage and five States rejected it. 

.Mr. BUTLER That may be true-seven ·adopted it and five 
rejected it. 

.Mr. LENllOOT. Oh, no; seven voted on it and two adopted it. 
Mr. BUTLER Does not that indicate some public sentiment 

in favor of it? 
1\Ir. LENROOT. Yes; but now the que tion I want to ask the 

gentleman is whether when there is a public sentiment on any 
particular question he is willing to submit a constitutional 
amendment upon that question? For instance, is he willing to 
submit a constitutional amendment on the recall of judicial 
decisions, the recall of judges, and a multitude of questions 
concerning which there is a well-defined public sentiment, but 
not to such an extent as to make it at all probable that it would 
be adopted? 

Mr. HE~TRY. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. LENROOT. I decline to yield now. Now, .Mr. Spenker, 

one other matter. My friend · from Pennsylvania. Mr. KELLY, 
a few moments ago stated that he believed in democracy. He 
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said others here appnrently be1ieve in democracy, but are un
willing to put it in practice. .llr. Speaker, I not only believe 
jn democracy, but because I wish to see it in practice is one of 
the rea ons wby I shall vote against this amendment, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania when be vote. for this amend
ment will vote against the very principle that he declares his 
belief in. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield r 
. l\Ir. LENROOT. I can not; I have only two minutes-[con

tinuing] because, Mr. Speaker, the States now when acting 
upon the subject as a State mntter the people themselves at 
the ballot box vote directly upon it, but if the L1tes ratify 
this resolution there is never a vote at the b<1llot box at all; 
they only act through their representatives. Now I will yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. KELLY of Ptmnsylvania. The gentleman believes in a 
democracy, which means a rule by the people where only one
half of the people can vote. 

Mr. LENllOO'l'. My reply is that we can not have a real 
democracy until tho e who are now intrusted with the powers 
of goYernment shall have their will made known after an oppor
tunity to make it known. and not by representatives only. 

Mr. HE~ 'RY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LEXROOT. I can not yield now. 
Mr. KELLEY o:f Michigan. Will the gentleman yield for a 

brief que tion r 
l\Ir. LENUOOT. No; I can not. These, 1\Ir. Speaker, to my 

mind, are fundamental principles. Treated as a State matter, 
Toters themselves decide the que tion as to whether they "hall 
have woman suffrage or not; tren,ted as a Federal matter, the 
voters at tlle polls have no more to say about it than they have 
concerning any other legislative matter that they do not have 
a direct vote upon. 

Now, 1\Ir. Speaker, as I said a moment ago, I believe 1n woman 
suffrage. 1\Iany of tho e who belie>e in it advance the argu
ment that this amendment shoulc.l be ubmitted and acted upon 
by the legislatures, because the people themselves, the voters 
themselves now qualified to Tote, can not be trusted to act 
upon this matter as they ought to act. The answer to that, Mr. 
Speaker, is, they should not be deprived of their right to do so, 
but the remedy is, instead of spending so much time in attempt 
in" to educate the representatives of the people, more time 
sh~uld be expended In educating the P.eople themselves, be· 
cause, 1\!r. Speaker, it lie at the very foundation of this Gov
ernment of ours that no great policy should be adopted chang
ing our government in any respect unles that policy bas the 
appro1al of those who are intrusted with the final power of 
government in this Nation, the voters themselves. [Applause.] 

I yield bn ck the remainder of my time. 
The SPE.A.KEU. The gentleman yield.s buck two minutes. 
1\Ir. HE~ TRY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle

man from Penn~ly:mia [~lr. BUTLER] a question, and I will 
take a moment of my time to do so. 

1\lr. BUTLEH.. I am di tinguished. 
l\!r. HENRY. Speaking of referendullli!, would the gentleman 

vote for a referendum on the que~tion of repealing the four
teenth . nd the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution? 
. Mr. BUTLER 1\Ir. Speaker, the gentleman is now askin.g 

me a pretty hurd que tion. I have never thought about that, 
but I have thought ubout this question, and I urn convinced that 
the gentleman i in the wrong wllen he refuses the people thA 
right to vote upon such a question us this. I have answered 
him the b t I know how. [Apvlau e.] 

Mr. HE...'.'RY. Would the gentlemun deny the people the right 
to vote on the que" tion of repealing the fourteenth and fifteentl.J 
amendments? 

Mt-. KELLEY of Michigan. Where is the demand for a refer
endum upon th:lt question? 

Ar. BUTLER. If the gentleman will wait for a day or two 
I will think it over. [Applau. e.] Some things I know and 
some t:ing I do not know. Thi one I have decided upon. 

. blr. HE ... mY. Life is too short. I can not wait for a day 
or two. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman has waited for a longer time 
for Ie s. 

Mr. BE ... ~RY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Florida [l\lr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, as the Democratic 
cnucu of this Bouse hns decided that this is a que tion for the 
8tates to deal with and is not within the jurisdiction of the 
National Legislature, and as I am a member of that caucus and 
o~ that party, not having a1ailed my elf of the right wWch I 
did. have to give .notice that I should not be bound by cnucus 
actiOn, I ~hall vote for this rule. and shall vote, if the rule is 
adopted, against the proposed resolution. I not only shall vote 

against it for that reason but I shall vote agn lust it for the 
further and better reason that I am con cientiously opposed to 
the re olution. I have no worcls of coutlemnation for those 
who think otherwise, because I know that there are many good 
but misguided people who believe in thi measure. It has 
been stated, I believe by the gentleman from Knusns [hlr. 
CAMPBELL], that we need the votes of the women of this country 
to purify our politics and to better governmental con<litions . 

l\Ir. Speaker, this Government has existed under the Con ·titu
tlon for about 125 years, and I am one of those who believe 
that although at some times in our history the shiv of state 
has veered a little from her constitutional course, yet after all 
it is the b€. t Government under the sun or which has ever 
existed under the Providence of God. Men have controlleLl lt 
and men will continue to control it. Others may think as they 
plen8e. but I do not wish to see the day come wllen the women 
of my :·ace in' my State ball trail their skirts in the mull and 
mire of partisan politics. I prefer to look to the American 
woman as she always has been, occupying ber proud estate as 
the queen of the American home, instead of regarding her as a 
ward politician in the cities. As the mother, as the .wife, ns the 
sister she exerci cs a broader and deeper and mightier influ
ence than she can ever exercise or hope to on the stump aud 
in the byways of politics in this land. The American mother, 
the American woman, has my admiration, my respect, and my 
love-

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Florida has 
expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker. under lea 1e to extend 
my remarks, I desire to sul.uuit a few further thOughts along 
the line I was pursuing wb .... u the gavel of the Speaker gaYe 
me notice that my four short minutes were at an end. 

Mr. Speaker, I may be con idered as out of <l.ate and not 
abreast of these alleged progres ive times. but be that as it may, 
I prefel' in tllese days of fads and new-fangled ideas to cliug 
to the aged philosophy, the ancient principle::; of patriotism, and 
the "olcl-time" religion of our fathers. lllr. Speaker, as strange 
as it may seem in this day of alleged progressive advancement 
and progress, I believe in tile Bible. I believe in it from Genesis 
to und iucluiling Re,·elations. I believe in c cry word of it, as 
Opie Read ays in The Jucklins, "from kiver to kiver." I 
am not like some of our overeducated citizens who believe in 
certain 11ortions of the \Vord of God and bruRb asitle other por
tions as not worthy of attention. I believe in every word in that 
Holy Book, and thus believing I eRn not, here or elsewhere, sup
port the idio ·yncrasy of woman suffrage. The Word of God 
inveighs against woman suffrage, and the plans of the Creator 
would be. in a measure, subverted by its adoption. We are 
told ln Holy Writ that "Gael created the heavens and the 
earth.'' We are further tolU tbut He created light and filled 
the earth with living things, and that, finally, out of the dust 
He created man and gave him dominion over the earth and all 
tllings. We are further taught in the Good Book that "God 
caused a deep sleep to fall upon the man, and he slept; and 
He took one of his ribs, and clo ed up tiJ flesh instead thereof; 
and the rib, which Jehovah God had taken from the man. made 
He a woruan, and IJrought her nnto the man." Holy \Vrit fur
ther points out the re pet:tive spheres which .me:l nnd women 
are to occupy in the world under the Providence of God. 

Mr. Speaker, there can be no possible mistake as to the part 
which woman is to play in the activities of the human race. 
God has decreed that man is to be the head of the f11ruily nnd 
woman is to be his" helpmeet,'' and any attempt to change this 
order of hllman affairs is an attempt to chang~.- and to over
throw one of the solemn decrees of God .Almighty. In e1ery 
well-regulated Cllristian family the wife is the "helpmeet" 
of the husb:md. She is, and should be. Ws equnl, bis co
partner, and where genuine love reigns she is exactly tllis. 
But. 1\fr. S11eaker, she is not to go out in the world to meet its 
trials, engage in its tru~gles, and fight its battle~, nnd I Yen
ture to remnrk, without the slightest fear of succe. ful contra
diction, thut no instance in .American life can be found where 
any woman ever did this voluntarily who had a llusb:mcl who 
was "worth the powder awl lead whicL would be reqnirt>cl to 
kill hiru." But let us see whnt God in His Holy Word has said 
about the sphere of woman. In the Fir t ~lli tle of Paul to the 
Corinthians we find the following lnngunge: 

As in all the churches of the saints, let the women keep silence 1n 
the churches, for it is not permitted unto them to speak; but let them 
b<> In subjection, as also sattb the law. And If they would learn 
,anything. tPt them ask their own husbands at home; for it is shameful 
tor a woman to speak in the church. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, if it is shameful for a woman to speak 
out in public in the service of the Master, what is it in the sight 
of God for her to stand upon a goods box on the corner and 
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appeal to the gaping crowd for >otes? To ¥i"ve her the ballot 
is to un ex her and replace the tender, lovmg, sweet-featured 
mother of the pnst with the cold, calculating, harsh-faced, 
street-corner scold of politics. 

Agnin Paul, iu his Epistle to the Ephesians, says: 
\fives be in subjection unto your own husbands, as unto the Lord. 

For the husband is the head of the wife, as Christ also is the head of 
the church, being Himself the savior of the body. But ns the ~hurch is 
subject to Christ, so let the wives also be to their husbands m every
thing. 

l\[r. Speaker, nearly, if !lot quite, all the. a~ vocate~ of wom?-n 
suffrnge I have ever met profess to be Chnst.mns With,~ .abl~: 
ing faith in Go<l's Holy ·word. Do they believe that w1v.es 
shonl(l be "in subjection" to their husbands? If they believe 
this. bow can they insist u110n what they are pleased to call 
"equal rights" fo1· mnn an<l woman? How can ~ey a~\ocate 
a policy which mu ·t ine\itnbly set husband a~amst. w1fe and 
wife ag:1 inst huRbanu? If the husband and mfe "":111 alwa~s 
agree nn<l vote the . arne way, tben why the necess1t.r of th.Is 
innon1tion? If tlley will not always agree, will this not .. m 
the course of time, create such dissension and contro\ersy wh1ch 
will ultimately lea<l to tile divorce court? If this be true, ?oes 
it not mean. in its final analysis, the disruption of the .Amer1c.an 
home, which is the fuundation stone of our glorious llepubhc? 
It can l.>ut lead to this, and so far as I am concerned_ I sh~ll 
nen:>r kno\vingly lend my aid to any mo\ement whtcb Will 
result in tile further clogging of the already overloaded dOckets 
of the divorce cou1·ts. 

Again the great Apostle Paul, in his Epistle to the Colossians, 
says: 

Wins, be in subjection to yom· bnsbnnds, as is fitting in the Lord. 
In raul's FirRt Epistle to Timothy we find tilis: 
r ct n. woman learn in quietness with all subjection. But I permit 

not. n \~oman to teach nor to have dominion over a man, but to be in 
quietn<'s ·. 

There are rnn.ny otller portions of the Scriptures, l\Ir. Speaker. 
to tlli. snme tenor and effect, hut surely I h:we quoteu enongb 
to sath;fy any ren. onnble per on thnt this propngunda for 
"Yotes for women" is an attempt to take woman from the 
sphere in which God intended she should move a~1<1 place her 
in <lirec:t antngoni:-:m to tile teaC'hings of tile Scr1ptures. Are 
we vrep:ued to attempt this chauo-e? Are we ready to repndi· 
ate the Srripttll'es nnd supplnnt Gorrs place with this scheme 
of dissatisfied womeu nml office-~eeking demagogues? It is 
urged that the participation of the women io goYcrnmental 
afl'nh·s will 11nrify om· politics. I deny this, antl contend that 
its ellief effect wlll be to degrnde woman. It is contended that 
the women of the country need the bn1lot for their own protec
tion. Protection a~;linst what? Let n woman in any part of 
onr hro~d domain IJc insulted or maltreated iu nny way and 
almo. t in.·tuntly n tllousantl brawny, brave, courngeous men 
wi II C'Omc to her defense. Let n woman seek the courts for 
relief of any character nnd woe unto tllc man wl10 will contest 
property rigbts with her before n "jury of hi peers." .To:tny 
tlte ~entle. Aweet Americ:m woman hns the respect, ndm1rutl?n, 
nnd lo'e of the mnnly men of this RepulJlic, but arm her mth 
the ballot nnd sbr uot only cen ·es to be respectecl nntl admired, 

·bnt wl.lo wonl<l wnnt a '' wnnl heeler" for the mother of his 
chiltl<·cu? Gou grnnt. ~Ir. Speaker, tllat this change may never 
come in free, liberty-loving, woman-respecting America. I 
think I am snfe in as~erting that a va t mnjority of American 
women do not desire the ballot. I know I nm absolutely safe 
in nsserting thn t prnctically nil the women of America who arc 
happily married n re opposeu to womnn snffrnge. In opposing 
this mensnre, I am !"peaking for that rnst umltitUlle of Ameri
can wive.· nncl lllOtllers who lo\e their hnHbnnds and their 
children ::mel wllo prefer to reign as <]lleen of the home ruther 
than to gro·n~l in the slums of politics. '.rlle voliUcinn may 
ridicule the figure of the "stnr<ly oak antl the clinging \ine,'" 
but, ~Ir. Speaker, it repreRcnts the sweetest, the tenderest. 
una the most he:wenly of all the relations on earth. I haYe a 
supreme contempt fur the \igorous, hen lthy mnn who permits 
his wife ro go forth iu the world to labor for the family ~ul)port, 
a nc1 I hn n~ the mol"t thorongll <li~gust for the mnrrieu womn.n 
who Jnvislles nil hPr nffection on a poodle dog. ...Ir. Speaker, 
womPn who lm ve h us!Jands. clllltlren, and hapJ)Y homes ba ve no 
time to monkey with politics or to fonllle llOodle dogs. They 
occnJW the proudeRt and most infiuentinl Jrosition in all the 
worlu: "The hnud thnt rocks tlle cradle is the bmul thnt rules 
tlie wol'l<.l" is a· true tc)-d..'ly ns when it wns fir.·t uttered. Let 
n~. then. l!':lle wouw1~ wllere she is-the loveliest of all creation, 
queeu of the hou.·ehold, nnu uudisputeu dictator of the destiny 
of man. 

_,Ir. C. .L\lPBELL. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentlenwu from Pennsylvania [.Mr. KELLY]. 

l\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 1\Ir. Speaker, I <leslre to lla\e 
that extra time, as a number have asked me for time. 

'l'he SPEAKER. Does that mean that the gentlemnn from 
Pennsylvania hns 10 minntes more? 

l\Ir. OA.l\fPBEL!J. J:i,ive minutes. 
The SPEAKER. But the gentleman rcset·ved G minutes of 

his 10 minutes. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. '.rhe gentlemnn from Texas yiellletl him 10 

minutes and I have yielded bim 5 minutes. 
'l'he SPEAKER. That gives tlle gentleman from Pennsyl

vania 10 minutes more. 
l\lr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. .Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 

to the gentleman from Kan..c;as f~Ir. l\IuRDOCK]. [Applause.] 
l\Ir. l\IURDOCK. l\Ir. S!)eaker, like the gentleman from 

Florida· [l\Ir. CLARK], I believe thnt this is the be t GoYernmeut 
on emth, and like the gentleman ·from Florida I do uot belie\'e 
that the women should trail tlleir skirts in the mud 1111d the 
mire of 11nrtisan politics, but I am in fn\or of cleaning the 
mud and the mire out of partisnn 11olitic . nnd I think one of 
the best ways to <lo that is to bestow tile right of sutiruge 
upon the women of tile land. [Appln nRe.] 

There has beeu some sentiment here this morning. and snme 
constitutionnl Jaw, ancl some politics, undernenth tile surface
mostly politics. The far-sighted Hepublicnns anrl Democratf~ in 
this body are doing the sensible thing about equal suffrage. 
They nre getting <lown off the limb, and that speedily. '_fbe 
only party of the three leading organizations which nntionnlly 
declared in fn\or of suffrage in 1012 was the Progressi\·e Party. 
[Apl)lanse nnd laughter.] 

:Mr. HE~RY. 1\Ir. Spenker, will the gentlemnn yield? 
l\fr. l\IURDOCK. No; I will not yield. 
The SPEAKER 'l'he gentleman declines to yield. 
1\!r. l\IUHDOCK. Certainly I do. If we had uone nothing 

more tban to put this issue squarely before the Nation ·we 
wonlfl b:n·e done a great r~r,ice for the countl"y. For it i my 
belief nnu I preillct that the suffrage movemeut w!ll become 
so formi(lable in the next two years that both of the old partie.· 
will follow the lend of the Prog1·essive Party, if tardily, still 
cornmendtlbly, anu espouse it. :Mr. Speaker, this <lny is llis
torical in tbnt it marks the berriuning of tlle end of the opposi
tion to equfll ~;uffrngc. For that opposition is left with little 
heart. nn<l us n. matter of fact with no argument, s:.we }lossibly 
the nrgument tllat the gentleman from J:i'lorid..'l 11resents-the 
argument of the great, sturdy oak and the tender, clinging vine. 
[La ugll ter.] 

'l'he troul>le with that nrgument is that tlle men who n e it 
tllink of the American horne in the terms of the spinning wheel. 
The Sl)fnntng wheel has gone, and several social conditions and 
relations went with it. 'l'he American home is no longer n 
patriarcllal institution. It is a partnership. And it is my ob
s rvation U1at the partnership bas reached that degree of de
velopment that often the more tender and clinging the Yine the 
larger the bill are on the :first of the month. [Laughter.] I 
hope the Speaker will not interfere with my applause by call
ing time on me, as appla u e is lla rcl to get. [Henewed ln.ngb
ter.] Mr. ~Denker, I have \Yatd..Letl for years the develoDment 
of womnn suffrage iu ruy owu State. I haYe discovered this 
interesting feature in nll suffrage discussions: The oruinary 
.AmeriCllll statesman will fac:e courageou ly all of .American 
womnnkinll and refuse ber the rigllt nnd privilege of snfl'rnge, 
but his courage absolutely fails bim when his own wife de
mands it of him. I hnve l.lennl men in my own State for years 
l>efore tlle adoption of suffrage ny tbnt suffrnge woulcl merely 
double the vote anll that the women woul<l Tole . with the men. 
I hn>e . een the same men by hundreds after tbe adoption of 
suffrage go to tlle polls and Yote with the women. [Laughter 
an<l applaul:le.] 

It is true tilnt in suffrage Stnte. husbands and win>s do \Ote 
together for the ILo§t Dart, nn<l it is a high tribute to tile conul
tion of American howe life that they do. llut it is equally true 
thnt tlie wife has an intellectnal partnership with her lmsl>nnd 
in the matter of pulJlic affairs which was not formerly hers. 
'l'Le very nnture of tbis democracy has wrought the change. 
Our educational Rystcm has giyen the women complete inte1-
lectnnl vnrticjpation in political <li:.:;cus~ion. The early pul>lic 
mcetin~s were ntten(lC<l only l.Jy me11. Women make up at 1Clll'3t 
bnlf of every mouern nudience. Often the mnle American is a 
hmried reader of llendlincs. - Women are universally more 
leisurely gleaners of current information. And. motoeovet·, the 
AweriC'nu woman ha:;; found in tlle last llalf century tile for
merly alien econ ~.Hnic world to he more and more intimntely n 
part of lle1· home vrolllems. Hel' respon ibilitiet·. t~erefore. 
ha Ye grown with ber capacity to care for theru. A11d wt. th tile. e 
now intellectual activities have come the knowledge of certrun 
traditional discrimination~ in the law which worueu rel)r.nt. 
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These ·conditions are the basis and foundation of" the demand 
for suffrage. 
· I favor this resolution. Its adoption would be good govern

ment good sense, and justice. Every man from a suffrage 
Stat~ · present here to-day can testify that suffrage has not 
hal·med the home or changed the relation of woman to her home 
sphere, just as every man here from a suffrage State can 
testify that suffrage has lifted the level of the electorate. 
Woman does not need suffrage so much as suffrage needs woman 
and the impress of her high, uncompromising, and ennobling 
instinct and capacity for civic decency. 

I hold that this is the n·ext step in the de-velopment of the 
democracy, for the democracy can best be developed through 
more democracy, the moving up of the individual closer .to the 
processes of his Government-local, State, and National. And 
the movement can not be complete or efficacious if one-half of 
the social fabric only is affected. If the traditional male 
elector of America is to move up closer to his Government, to a 
near-perfect development of his Nation and the beneficences 
which are to be secured under that development, the women of 
America, equal in intellect, in capacity, and in· the law, must 
move up with him. 
· The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

:Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I yield four min
utes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [l\Ir. HULINos]. 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Speaker, I believe women are the best 
part of humanity. In all the virtues that are the most e~teemed 
of mankind I believe women far excel the men. In talking that 
matter over with my wife the other day I said, "Em, if I were 
a woman I would not marry the best man who ever lived," and 
she promptly said she didn't. [Laughter and applause.] 
. Mr. Speaker, the opponents of this resolution direct their 

arguments almost wholly against the " expediency " of granting 
the suffrage to women. 

It is as though a debtor should decline to pay a just debt on 
the ground that the creditor might squander the money. 

Even on grounds of expediency the weight of the argument is 
· in her favor, but the real question rises beyond all questions of 

expediency. It is a question of right. Is woman a free moral 
agent entitled to a voice in the Government? Is her consent 
essential to just government? 

It was natural that the cave man with the heaviest club 
should be satisfied with the laws, for he made them all, and 
that he should parcel out special privileges to favorites of his 
immediate family ; and in the course of time he called himself 
the lord, he dwelt in a castle of stone, and the people whom he· 
"protected " became his vassals and slaves. 

And so the ages passed the stratification of society into 
classes, with varying degrees of servitude from the king, who 
claimed to rule by divine right, down through all the spawn t>f 
royalty, prince, noble, and aristocrat to commonalty, peasant. 
and slave, came to be recognized as the natural and proper 
order of things. · 

This became the habit of thought with all the inertia of cus
tom and tradition. 

But mental slavery is of all forms of servitude the most per
nicious and the hardest to eradicate. 

Throughout the ages individual, and for brief periods whole 
peoples, getting an inspiration of liberty have thrown off these 
shackles of mental slavery; but it remained for our fathers to 
establish a stable government that recognized the evils of class 
rule, the rights of the common people, and the dignity of man
hood. 

They flung into the face of the haughtiest crown of the old 
world the immortal "Declaration" that all men are created 
equal, endowed by their Creator with certain inaliena!Jle rights, 
and that to secure these rights go\ernments are instituted, de
riving their just powers from the consent of the governed; that 
whenever any form of government becomes destructive of these 
ends it is the right of the people to alter or abolish it. 

The torch of liberty lighted at Lexington was fed from the 
hearts of the common people. It has become a great white 
light, blazing from the mountain. tops of civilization; conceived 
in feebleness, that feebleness has grown to strength, that 
strength to splendor, until to-day this Nation stands before the 
gaze of a wondering world, incomparable in power, unsullied 
in honor, the peerless champion of human liberty-the Ameri
can Union of States. [Applause.] 

What· American can contemplate the flag of his country with
out emotion of pride! What American can contemplate the 
countries of Europe, enveloped in the gloom and the horrors of 
war, misery, and famine, without devout thankfulness for the 
peace and plenty we enjoy! 

LII-90 

And yet, propdly declaring that all men :ue created equal, for 
three-quarters of a century the foul cancer of human slavery 
fe~ upon the vitals of the Nation, requiring the struggles and 
the bloodshed of civil war to extirpate it. 

And yet, while we affirm that all "governments derive their 
just powers frvm the consent of the govemed," one-half of our 
" people" are denied a voice in the government. 

I am not referring now to the negro vt,te. which yon men of 
th~ South, upon one plea or another, suppress, and only pause 
to say that when you deny hiru the right to vote you have no 
right to count hiiD: in the · population, and your representation 
in Congress should be cut down proportionately; but I am re.. 
ferring to one-half of our adult population-the women of 
America. 

In Holy Writ we learn that God created man in lljs own 
image; in the image of God, male and female created He them. 

Now, suppose we take that great declaration and interpolate: 
God created man and woman and endowed them with inalien
able rights; that to secure these rights governments are insti
tuted deriving their just powers from the consent of the gov
erned; that whenever any form ot government denies the gov
erned an expression of their consent or dissent, it is tbe !Juty 
of the people to alter or abolish it. 

In what particular does such interpolation violate the true 
meaning and spirit of that great document? What inalienable 
rights did God endow man with that He denied to woman? 

When those grand old worthies declared that the consent of 
the governed was the essential of just government were they 
not a bit narrow when they "endowed" themselves with the 
exclusive right of franchise? 

Women are certainly of the "governed," but when have they 
given their consent? They are certainly " people," and if the 
"people" have the right to alter any form of government the 
implication is "plain as a pikestaff" that women have a right 
to a voice in government. 

I trust I have a sincere love for my fellow men, but I thank 
God that in His goodness all of them do not run to whiskers, 
whisky. and tobacco. [Laughter.] 

In His infinite power He could have made all men male, but 
He created most of them female, and they have always been 
the better part. 

Oh, but you say their husbands speak for them. WeJJ, per
haps some of them do; but frequently they speak louder for the 
gin .mills and the dives, and often when they so speak they 
would better keep their mouths shut. 

But who speaks for those who have no husbands? About 25 
per cent of our adult women either have no husbands or are 
supporting worthless or drunken husbands. Who speaks for 
them? Who speaks for those whose husbands are not fit to 
speak for anybody? 

You say, " God commanded woman to be subject to her hus
band." Well, He did not do any such thing. You say, "Paul 
said, 'Wives, obey your husbands,' " but Paul knew nothing at all 
about American politics. [Applause.] What queer pleas are 
made by special privilege! Because God once appointed a 
king, kings have ever since claimed div.ine right. The defenders 
of African slavery always claimed Biblical authority. Because 
God once said to Eve, "Thy desire shall be to thy husband," 
those who insist on the political vassalage of women interpret 
the saying as all women " shall be subject to their husbands," . 
but even then, aside from the fact that in every true marriage 
the " twain become one" and there is no element of dominancy 
or subjection, in any case the argument utterly fails to show 
that she should be politically subject to other women's husbands. 

Men run their fingers through their whiskers and patroniz
ingly talk about " endowing'' woman with the franchise as 
though it is a "privilege" which it is their right to withhold. 

The franchise is the essential badge of that freedom to which . 
this Government is professedly dedicated. It is the necessary 
expression of that "consent" from which Government depves 
its just powers. 

Male suffrage depends fundamentally upon the fact that man 
was created free and equal and that the consent of the governed 
is an essential of just government; and female suffrage has. 
absolutely the same foundations. Women of right are entitled 
thereto since the formation of the Government and a growing 
sense of the individuality and the dignity of womanhood de-. 
mands that it be recognized, not as a gift, but as an inalienable 
right. 

Man delights to regard himself as the towering oak with the 
tendrils of womanhood clinging about his massiT"e h·unk. .Many 
a man who declaims in heart-touching accents that the wife is 
the good angel of his heart and the sweet divinity of bis home, 
whom he must protect from the. pollution of politics, feels that 
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ne is exercising a God-given ~ masculine superiority when he public· the. public will-more or less perfectly expressed by ex-
doles out a dime to his· wife to buy soap for· the family wash.. elusive man suffrage-is precedent to all constitutions, and the 
ing and then chases off down to Atlantic City to rest(?). right of expression· of· consent inheres in all citizens, irrespec-
[Laughter.] . tive of, sex. 
· Concress can not give women tht7right to vote; That·Is- one The · bishop further argues that. to multiply the ballot would 

of ' the"' reserved powers of the· States. Congress could not giVe merely ·multiply votes -of, all sorts, good and bad. 
the negro the right to vote. The Federal Constitution had to be In similar- strain, Bishop Vincent declares- that the " greatest, 
amended. The States ratified · the amendment which gave· the cnrse· of. America to-day is the vote of ignorance and super
negro the right to vote. I do not belie-ve with the gentleman . stition,. and to force woman down into that bad atmosphere. 
fl·om Texas [1\Ir. EAGLE] that it was a mistake. C<msidering would be an incalculable loss to both man and woman." 
the prejudices against them, the- indignities tliat are put· upon· The average man who has a wife and' home has a stake in.• 
them, and tlieir comparatively recent emergence from a de- the country, and,. as a rule, he will be. found voting. an honest 
O'raded slaYery, the race has made remarkable progress; and vote, and honest Yotes are what we need; and if the argument 
;,here he is permitted to vote he averages fairly well; but wJ;Lo is true_ that man and wife wiU usually vote the same way-and. 
will say that the average American white woman is not far r admit it.,-you will have two honest votes in the ballot box. 
better· fitted for the ballot than the average negro or the swarms where formerly there was but on.e, and the preponderance of· 
of foreigners that your naturalization court~ turn out as voters 'honest voters will be do11bled. · 
every year? The argumentg-;against woman suffrage ar~ clearlY. answered 

Singularly; the · Constitution provides that "~ any perso~" a by Senator: Hoar, ?ne of the profoundest . thinkers the country 
native~born citizen of proper age is eligible to be President has produced. Sa1d he: 
and any woman securing the requisite number of' electoral votes.- · . Shall women · Ieave the- cradle_ and the kitchen to plunge Into poll~ 
rna b President provided it is agreed that a woman citizen is a tics? No. Shall the farmer leave the farm, _the arus:-m the shop, to 

Y e · , . plunge into politics? No. Women can contribute their share to and1 
"person," which I believe a mans court demes. . exercise their. right in government with not more sacrifice of their 

Women voted for the reelection of Jefferson and the ·election ,other duties than is made. by their husbands and brothers. The evils 
f Cl lnnd as President and in many of the State.s have· now· of universal suffrage can .clearly be shown to be less than t_be evHs of 

0 eve " < • oligarchy or of any privileged. classes. History and experience show 
full or limited franchise. that. that state is best ruled where the largest number ·of citizens have 

I have honestly tried to find some convincing reason a-gainst a share in the go.vernment. 
woman suffrage. There are many given, and here. are· some Mr. Speaker, this Government has endured for 130 years. 
of them. Herein is the positive proof that, in· spite of all profligacy and 

Perhaps the reason oftenest urged is that woman is afraid of vice- that may exist, the· general average of public sentiment is.. 
mice and would make a poor soldier, and~ nobody ought to· vote ,on the side of decency and morality. If it were not so, the 
that can not bear arms. Now. two-thirds of the -male voters. as 'Government would' ha\'e perished long since. 
scldiers, would not be worth the powder- that would blow them · The-·American..Governments~ State and National, are· splendid 
up [laughter and applause]; so the ability to bear arms is"not a: tributes to American manhood. They prove that. virtue, mo.-
requisite to male suffrage. Why, then. impose it upon· women? rality; and goodness overbalance- the evil and vice in the Amer
[Applause.] The soldier is not as necessary-to _the Stataas:-the ican vote.r. Assume, if you please, that women are no better 
mother. You might as well deny man the right of suffrage' than men-and this :r deny-there is a preponderance of moral 
because he is no good as a wet-nurse as to deny·womam because sentiment in. American · society. 
she carr not bear arms. , Recognize woman's right to suffrage. and-you· double tbe [Jl'e-

They say some .women do not want the ba.~ot. an~ _therefor; ponderanee of righteousness. in civic affilirs. 
none should have It. You hear that her real mission lS the be~r- You say she is not fit? Take her influence out of society. and' 
ing and raising of children, and the sanctity of.. the= home Wlll the land will fester and rot. Take her out of the church. and1 

be destroyed. But this takes-no ·ac.count of those who have:-no the church will crumble and fall Take-her out of your shops 
liome or those who have raised a family or.. those: who- are_ be" and your offices-, and business will halt. 
r._ond the child-bearing age. . Some of you should wake up ,and see- what is going- on m-

" She is emotional." What- an argument Many· male;- voters the world. We.-are. no. longer in the medieval age. when woman.. 
arp stupid, and vicious besides. was a toy · or a slave, a mere dependent upon man's. bonntv or-

"·She- would vote for the_ handsomer man." Now, Lunder~ caprice. A-s the American man lias slowly risen from the va-s
stand why some politicians oppose woman's ·suffrage.: [Laugh,. 'salage-of feudal times so the American woman bas risen and 
tH.] demands hel"l inaliena.ble birthright of. noli tical freedom. 

,. Her purity and inno-cence unfits- her}.' Well, fo goodness The differences of sex impose duties and functions upmr encli 
sake, if any purity can be injected into-politics' let: it· be done, which the other can not discharge. They complement each 
for we- surely need it. · . other, but each of them, as free moral' agents. has separate :md 

"They would not vote if they ~a!l- th~ ba?ot." Well, If that ,equal rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. with-
is so what would it burt to recogniZe theu-rigbtto '?te? •out guardianship, wardship, or- duress of the other. 

'~The bad woman would vote and her. resp-ectab~ Sister would The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
play bridge." This is not true. T-herB-' are ' ten. times as many · Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gen
good women.as bad· ones. The- good. ones would preponderate at tleman one minute additional. 
the polls. We give bad men the ballot. Women.. even bad ones, 1\!r-. HULINGS. The spindle, the distaff. and the loom ha-re 
:ue- equally entitled~ been sent to the. factory. The canning. the preserving. the 

' ~ She-thinks. only in terms of beaux-and bonnets, has no business knittina- and sewing; the: darning and the w~1shin~ and thE> nn
sagacity," and "does not ·get the deep insight into· affairs of state remitfuig .drudgery- that used to make the mother the "slavey" 
that the average voter does" ( ?) . The:-" deep insight " of the of the family are now- largely done in great workshops by 
a.verage voter is nothing to brag. of, and the claim of JIIale machinery. 
strperiority, even in business sagacity; depends largely on expe- The high school and- the college teach the brother and sister 
rience, and at best is a good deal of..pretense. the same les ons, and woman. largely emancipated from d.ome -

A woman left a widow with a family of small children may. tic slavery, is· wonderfully demonstrating in her enlarged oppor
have been of the clinging-vine variety, but her oak· has fallen tunities her fitness and capacity to discharge the full duties of 
vnd left her without support; but somehow. call it business citizenship. 
sagacity, tact. or what you will, she will alm?st in-rari~bly keep Many of the foremost thinkers in the important civic p1·oblems 
her brood together and feed. clothe, and ratse them mto good that are pressing for solution and that never wiJJ be solwd 
citizenship, while if a m<tn were left in similar circumstances without woman's help; and many of tbl? great achievers in Ht
almost invariably the children will be scattered and the home erature, art, and the sciences are great splendid women. whu by 
broken up. sheer· intellectual power honor their sex and ble s all humanity-. 
'~Manly ehivalry would disappear," and" if_ woman were given [Applau e.] 

tbe ballot there is great danger that she would abuse the man To deny such women a voice in a Government founded upon 
and set out to grow whiskers. herself" ( ?). In.. such a case the. the consent of· the- governed is not only a wooden-headed blun· 
only safety. for a man and his'' chivalry·" w:ould:be to send the der. but it is a crime against the public welfare. [Applau~e.] · 
women back behind the lattice of the harem. Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, how much time haYe I remain· 

Bishop Doane, who is a great gun opposed to suffr.a.ge, says: ing and how mueh time-has the gentleman from Kansas? 
Woman has ·no right to vote. Suffrage Is a "privilege" granted by The SPEAK·ER. The gentlPman from K'ansas has 14 min~ 

the framers of the Constitution to such p-ersons as they deemed best. utes and the gentleman from Texas 11. 
I wonder if. it ever occurred to the learned bishop that before Mr: HEl~RY. I will a k the. gentleman from Kan as to use 

the Con t itution could grant a •· pri\ilege" or anything to: any: som·e time. 
body it first bad to be ratified by the voters, and that in a re· 1\Ir. CAMPBELL. How much time haye I remaining? 

- - -
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· The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 14 minutes and the 
gentleman from Texas 11. · · 

Mr. CAl\IPBELL. I shall not use any more of my time now, 
probably only one more speech. · 

Mr. HENRY. May I ask some one on that side to use a 
little time? 
· Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I yield two min
utes to the gentleman from Minnesota [l\Ir. LINDBERGH]. 

Mr. LIJ\TDBERGH. Mr. Speaker, the ladies already have a 
moral and legal right to vote, and the only reason that they 
do not vote is oecause the other half or nearly half of the 
population is too selfish or has been too selfish to permit them 
to vote. It makes no difference what public sentiment may be 
upon this question there is an absolute fundamental right in 
the women-to vote. Not only that, but I believe the politics of 
this country would be very much improved and purified if they 
were permitted to vote. [Applause.] 

That anyone with the right to vote himself should object 
to others with like qualifications voting has always seemed a 
mystery to me. That women have the same right as men to 
vote no one can deny, except to dodge behind arbitrary, un
principled laws not based on the Constitution itself, for I 
believe women have the constitutional right to vote. Women 
have had the actual right to vote ever since voting began, but 
have been deprived of the exercise of that right by men 
selfishly and wrongfully monopolizing its exercise. 

It is not a question of how women would vote if they were 
not deprived of the right. When a man is qualified to vote 
he is permitted to vote as he pleases, and if he votes in good 
faith his vote is right, because the law makes him the judge 
of his own vote. His vote may not be in the best interests of 
the public welfare, but still he had the right, that no one can 
deny. But a woman, on the other hand, who has the sa~e 
qualifications, and in all respects the same except her sex, 1s 
denied the exercise. Man simply sets himself up in the voting 
business, and says, in effect, to women : 

You shall be governed by our votes and our laws. You may own 
property, do business, in fact, generally speaking, you ma.y do what
ever we may, but your property your marnage relations, your children, 
and your ronduct generally shah be subject to the will and determina
tion of our votes, QUr laws, and our administration. In all these re
spects you shall have no word or voice to determine. 

That is what men have forced women to accept. There is 
absolutely no logic, no sense, no explanation to it, .except the 
explanation of force. It accomplishes no good, but retards the 
world's progress to prevent the women exercising their funda
mental rights. 

There is some discussion indulged in, as to whether women 
would exercise their right with equal wisdom toward the 
public that men do. That may be debated, but can not be 
settled except in a belief. Their right to vote is not debatab~e, 
for anyone with ~ appreciation of the ::funda~ental pru;t
ciples must know that these apply to both sexes a~1ke. B.ut if 
we debate the question of whether women would, if perm~tted, 
exercise the right wisely, one thing would have to be admitted, 
to start with and that is that men have made a dismal failure 
in running the governmental affairs. The economics of the 
country have gone wrong, and numberless difficult problems 
are now presented to be straightened out that would not have 
occurred under wise government, and these difficulties are due 
to carelessness and inefficiency. 

The high cost of living to the consumers and the small returns 
to the consumers could not exist at one and the same time in a 
well-governed country. These conditions can be pointed to to 
show the failure of men, so in the beginning the women would 
have the advantage of the argument, because we can point to 
no governmental errors of theirs. We have not given them an 
opportunity to err. The women, if permitted to vote, I believe 
would aid materially in securing better government, but whether 
that be true or not does not affect their right to vote. That is 
absolute and fundamental. 

I have received from a constituent a letter which seems to 
reflect light on this subject in a novel form. The letter is as 
follows: 

WOMAN SUI'FRA.GE. 

" Val," said Ole, "out dere in Tamarac dey been talkin' again about 
de subyect of voman suffrage. Ve hat von set-to about it ven de 
vas electin' delegets to de county . conwention, to send delegets 
to de district conwention to shoose delegets to de Sbeecago con
wcntiou to wote for us for President off dese Junited States, in 
ordet· to proof dat vat Taft set, dat all de people are not fit to gofern 
deirselfs, iss true, dough vat ve vanted to proof dat for vas more dan 
I could understant den, ant I can't see it now. But, anyvay, I set 
den dat if de men dit not know enough to wote for President deirselfs, 
I vas in favor of callin' in de vimmen ant girls, ant, if den, ve vas not 
otr sufficient intelligence to turn de trick ve might include de 10-jear
old kids, vid plenty more edjication on top off dat. 

" But now de new Democrat postmaster bas set dat he is opposed to 
voman suffrage on .account off dat all de vimmen don't vant to wote, 
but I set dat all de Junited States Senators don't vant to wote all de 
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time, neldcr, aldough dey get pait for doin it, ant, to deprife all off 
dem from deir inestimable prlwileges . because some off dem fail to 
answer to deir names on de roll call vould be a wiolent and dangerous 
inwasion off our liberties. If some off dose Congressmen feel like 
dodgin' de qvestion off prohibition, dey might feel much agrlefed if not 
permitted to record deir preference in de matter off an increase in de 
mileage. Likevise, if de vimmen vas backvard on improfin' de Squam
push Creek, dey mi~bt come to de front in great numbers ven it came 
to a matter of safin de boys ant de home." 

"Vy," I set, " dere iss no vay off accountin' for tastes, eider among 
de vimmen or de men. Dere iss de case off de fader in our State who 
vas ruined by drink and died in de poorhouse ; and dere iss his vife, 
who supported de scbildren by takin' in vasbing ant made von off deir 
sons governor. Now, if Yon A. Yonson vas alife to-day, and it vas 
up to him to decide vedder or not his moder knew enough to wote, 
vat do you tink he vouldt say1" 

"Val," be say, "some off dose States don't vant voman suffrage, 
ant It vouldt be a crime to force it on dem." " Val," I say, " some off 
dese States ditn't vant no Democrat free-trade tariff, neider, but dey got 
it yust de same, ant dey are firm in de opinion dat if dey can efer get 
reddy off dis von dey vont nefer vant no more." 

Den he set dat it vas time to close up, so dat iss as far as ve 
got vid dat. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the gen
tleman from Texas [lli. SuMNEBs]. 

Mr. SUl\INERS. Mr. Speaker, there is no difference of 
opinion here as to the exalted sphere of woman, her wealth of 
intellect, nor her beauty of soul. Gentlemen have devoted 
much time to theii· discussion as though they were matters of 
debate: Neither these attributes nor the question as to whether 
the franchise should be given to women is involved, except 
incidentally in the matter under consideration. The real issue 
here is, Does Congress believe that the right possessed by the sev
eral States of the Union from the beginning of the Govern
ment, except for the constitutional pr,ovision enfranchising. the 
negro, to determine each for itself the question of suffrage 
should be taken from them and that an amendment to the Fed
eral ConstitUtion further limiting that power should now be 
submitted to the country? The control of suffrage is the high
est prerogativ~ of government. The loss of that control is the 
loss of the most vital element of sovereignty. I am unwilling 
to surrender the right of Texas to exercise this control, and I 
am unwilling to give my support to this amendment which, if 
adopted, would wrest that control from her. The people of 
Texas have the power, they are as fair and chivalrous as any 
people on the earth, and we will reach the proper conclusion 
without the aid of either guardian or dictator. The right of the 
several States to control their internal affairs and the duty to 
retain in them all of sovereignty which the common good does 
not require to be delegated to the Federal Government has 
always been the cardinal principle of the great Democratic 
Party to which I owe allegiance. But I do not establish my 
position here upon a party doctrine. The experiments of the 
peoples of the earth with the various forms of government have 
demonstrated conclusively that civilization mak~s its most 
rapid and its most permanent progress under that system which 
places the power to govern-and the necessity to govern as close 
to the people as possible. 

The government of the States is infinitely closer to the people 
than is the Federal Government The Stutes are the people's 
units of sovereignty. I do not question for one moment the high 
purpose of those who are supporting this resolution, nor the dis
interested devotion of the women who are insisting upon the 
grant of franchise to their sex. But let them go to the States, 
where they must finally go, for the ratification of three-fourths 
of the States before this amendment, if submitted by Congress, 
could become effective. I want to direct the attention of the 
House to the fact that it is not proposed here to have Congress 
perform a merely ministerial act in sending this amendment to 
the States, though the argument of some g~ntlemen would in
dicate that to be their view. It is not proposed to submit this 
amendment under the provision of the Constitution which pro
vides for submission upon the command of two-thirds of the 
States, because no such command has been given. It is pro
posed to have Congress act under this clause of the Constitu
tion: 

Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it neces
sary, shall propose amendments to the Constitution. 

Not submit merely, but propose, and then only when it is 
deemed necessary. The converse included in that language is 
that Congress shall not propose an amendment to the Constitu
tion unless under its judgment and conscience it deems it neces
sary. The · very fact that the submission of a constitutional 
amendment is an irrevocable act-no power on earth can recall 
or modify it once it is submitted-would hold Congress under 
the highest duty, even if the language of the Constitution were 
different not to speculate upon future developments but to re
serve it~ action, its power of control, its ability to profit by 
developments, up to the time when the demand for the amend
ment among the States ·would insure its. reasonably expeditious 
ratification. 
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The SPEAKER. The time -of the 'gentleman has 'expired. 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield the re

mainder of my time to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. LAF
FERTY]. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. -Mr. Speaker, J ·fa:vor the proposed consti
tutional amendment, because I want all States :prohibited from 
hereafter withholding the right to ote from -any American 
citizen upon the ground that tha.t citizen happens to be a woman. 
I favor equal suffrage because to me it uppears unjust and un
natm·al that one-half of our population should be disfranchised. 

" Oh," some of our opponents say, ~'we agree with you on the 
general principle involved, but we believe it is a question for 
the tates and not one "for the Federal Government." 

ls it possible that any question c.ould be more distinctly Fed
eral than this'? J:s 1t possible that any question could go more 
directly to the source of the public welfare than the right of 
one-half of its population to -vote? If the question of the po1iti
cal freedom of .one-nalf of the population is not one c.alling .for 
national action, then where will you go to iind a question big 
enough to be called national'? 

From the earliest times the .ruling and aristocratic classes 
hare opposed the extension of the -right of suffrage. They have 
oppo...,ed general suffrage because they have realized that the 
right to TOtJ means the right to reform by peaceful and lawful 
methods and bodes no good to the greedy, who by unfair and 
unjust laws are oppressing the poor. 

Every grafter in America is .opposed to woman suffrage. 
Every dishonest special-privilege corporation that is now rob
bing the _public under the forms of law is opposed to woman 
suffrage. The grafter J"ves in constant terror of the ballot box. 
Rather than en1arge the right of suffrage by extending it to 
women, the grafter would prefer to diminish it by disfranchis
ing all the male voters except those who are in on the gr?-ft and 
who would therefore vote to continue it. 

The right of general suffrage has been one of slow growth. 
The men gained that .right in America as the result of a brilliant 
revolution. It has been well said that-'' Progress takes no steps 
backward," and wherever the right of suffrage has been once 
ga.ined it will never be given up. In those States where women 
haT"e gained the right to vote they will never give it up. When 
the women of this Nation haYe been given the right to vote they 
will never give up that right. 

The man who stands in the way of .Nation-wide equal suffrage 
to-day places himself in that class of conservatives who from 
the earliest periods nave stood for the rights of property against 
the rights of hu.nranity. Be places himself with the rich .against 
the poor. .He aenies to a fellow being, endowed with all t .he 
natural rights ana inteiligence that he possesses, equality before 
the law. He may try to excuse himself on the ground that this 
is a local jssue, but ne will fool no one by such attempt except 
him elf. 

The ultrarich of this and all earlier Governments .have real
ized that their r~ght to hold their property ae_pended upon law. 
In most earlier Governments the Jaw was made by royal de
cree. In this country law is made by .the people direct. through 
the initiative, or it is made by Representatives and Senators 
.who are elected by the people. In this country the ultrarich 
have always feared the power of the voters. They have tried to 
circumscribe that power and hold it in check in every way pos
sible so as to prevent the enactment of law which would inter
fere with their cherished rights of property. Why do the ultra
rich fear the power of the voters? It is because they realize 
themselyes the inherent injustice of the methods by which much 
of their wealth has been w:rung from the poor, and they fear 
that the poor will use the power of the ballot to correct that 
injustice. 

The ultrarich, feeling that the power of the ballot is a menace 
to them in the nands of only half the population, very naturally ' 
oppo e its extension to the other half. That is the secret o! the 
fight against the extension of the right to vote to our mothers, 
our wives, and our sisters. 

They speak of the chivalry of the South, an~ the lack of any 
desire on the part of the noble women of that part of our 
country to vote. There may be a few of the wives of the 
raili·oad magnates of the South, wives of the bankers, and wlves 
of other ultrarich men, who do not want women to have the , 
iballot. That is also ti·ue in the North. The wives of our 
high-brow capitalists do not want women to have the ballot. 
.In every city you will find clubs of women organized to fight 
. woman's suffrag-e. .And who belong to those clubs? The wives 
of men who are enjoying some special privile.ge, and who 
imagine that th-eir graft might be endangered by giving the bal
lot to the intelligent women of .America. 

But no orator can make me believe that the wives of the _poor 
men, either in the South or the 'North, are, as a class, opposed 

to being given the right to vote. They desire the right to 
Tote in order that they may help their husbands in the great 
and peaceful task of bringing about better and fairer condi
tions for our common country. If the women of Germany bad 
the right to vote there would be no war in Europe to-day. If 
the women of Austria had the right to vote, militari.'m would 
long since have been banished from that beautiful and naturally 
peaceful country. If the women of England had the right to 
vote, ..John .Bull would have even more diplomacy than he has 
to-day, and he would get into less b·ouble. 

'!,he same men who are to-day opposing the extension of fue 
right of suffrage to our mothers, our wives, and our sisters 
would take that same right away from our fathers, our brothers, 
and ourselves if they had the chance, unless we could show such 
property qualification as would seem to insure that we would 
vote on the side of property and against humanity. 

The question as to which shall be paramount, the rights of 
property or the rights of humanity, comes up directly upon this 
resolution to give the right of suffrage to one-half of our adult 
population. Those who place the rights of property first are 
opposed to woman's suffrage. Those who place the rights of 
humanity first are in favor of woman's suffrage. 

Those who hold property rights more sacred than human 
rights are in the minority, but they have nearly all of the proP
erty of this and every other land. They must themselves be 
astonished at the moderation of the male voters of this country. 
And they must be doubly astonished at the moderation of both 
the male and female voters in those States of this Union where 
equal suffrage .has been obtained. The f~w who own nearly all 
the property realize full well that their right to hold the same 
and to band it down by inheritance to the few who shall suc
ceed them depends 'Upon law. They also realize full well that 
the power to alter or amend existing law, theoretically at least, 
now rests with the people. The great majority of the people, 
the voters, being practically without property, those who have 
nearly all the property must marvel at the moderation of the 
common herd in the matter of voting for candidates and meas
ures calculated to _give greater rights to humanity and fewer 
rights to property. 

For one I am heartily in favor of the institution of private 
property both in chattels and in land, but I believe that this 
right of private property should have such limitations thrown 
around it as will give to every man and every woman a reason
able opportunity by industry and frugality to acquire a com
petence. Those who now own nearly all the property ru·e opposed 
to having any limitations put upon their use of the same or 
upon their right to transmit it intact to the few who shall 
succeed them on this earth. 

I admit that tbere are two extreme views on this question 
of property. At one extreme we find the n1trarich claiming 
every right .for property and according none to humanity, and 
at the other we find the communists claiming every right for 
humanity and none for property. The latter are not one whit 
more unreasonable .than are the former. 

Pierre Joseph Proudhon, a French philosopher of great ·ability 
and one of the originators of socialism, said nearly a hundred 
years ago that slavery is murder and that property is theft. He 
amplified his rather startling declaration by saying that when 
you take from a man his will power through slavery and his 
right of dominion over his own soul you .have taken away all 
.that is of value to the man, and that you .have consequently 
mw·dered hlm. .And be sald that when you recognize in one 
man the right of private prop&ty, w.hich 1·ecognition bars other 
persons who happen to be born onto this earth from acquirincr 
any interest in 1and or chattels because previously assigned to 
others under this right of property, that yon have stolen from 
the one who is so disinherited that right to whlch .he 1s entitled 
by nature, to wit, the right to appropriate to his own use the fruits 
of his labor. Karl Marx, a German Jew of profound learning 
and great natural ability, the founder of German socialism, 
held to practically the same view. The founders of British, 
French, ana German socialism, Robert Owen, Count de · Saint
Simon, and Karl Marx, respectively, were all men of great 
learning, and Owen was a thoroughly successful business man. 
All of these men lived within the past hundred years. When 
19 years of age Saint-Simon volunteered as a soldier to come 
to America and fight for our independence. He participated 
in the siege of Yorktown and was present at the surrender of 
Lord Cornwallis, and received the Order of the Cincinnati for 
bravery displayed on these occasions . 

I believe in the institution of pTivate property, because it 
affords a reward to industry, hone ty, and frugality, and b~ 
cause it enables each arnily to own its own home and to be 
.independent. I belie-re in <?Ur present inheritance laws which 
give property upon the death of the owner to llis next of .kin, 
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those who naturally have the greatest claim upon his bounty, 
unle s the deceased ·shall have decreed otherwise during his 
lifetime. 

But while I am a strong believer and a strong defender of the 
in titution of private property and the right of inheritance I 
favor such limitations upon both as will prevent any man or 
any et of men from owning a monopoly during their lives with 
which to oppre s the general public or from giving by in
heritance to a few such a quantity of property as will virtually 
disinherit the re t of mankind. For illustration, no one would 
hardly contend that. if it were possible for one man to acquire 
title to all the land in the United States, he and his chain 
of single successors should have the right to own all that land 
for all the long future. In such a contingency, where is the 
man who wouJd pronounce unreasonable t:t..'i.: laws calculated to 
compel tbe proprietor to let go of all except a reasonable por
tion of his holdings, or of an inheritance law which would 
prevent the permanent passing on of such a monopoly? 

It must be apparent to all thinking men and women that as 
between those who are oppo ed to any interference whatever 
with what they call the rights of property and those who would 
aboli h such rights altogether there must be a happy medium 
based upon the composite sense of justice of the public con
science. All who believe in the wisdom of God in putting us 
here together on this planet will believe that such composite 
judgment, when permitted to be fairly expressed, will be just. 
No one who believes in the vital spark of the Declaration of 
Independence that all men are created free and equal will be 
afraid of a full, fair, and complete expression of the will of 
all the people at the ballot box. 

Let me recur again to the claim that the aristocratic South 
is opposed to woman suffrage. It has not been so very long 
ago, only five short decades, since one of the most eloquent 
sons of the South, Representatiye De Jarnette, of Virginia, stood 
upon this floor where I am now standing and severely criti
cized the North for having given the right of suffrage to men 
who were without property and who were merely common 
laborers. He said that these men were in the majority, and 
that their having the right of suffrage would be a standing 
menace to capital and to the institution of private property. 

On February 15, 1861, upon this floor, 1\Ir. De Jarnette said: 
Wherever, sir, there is free competition between labor and capital 

and that labor is armed with the unrestricted right to vote, the labor, 
being always in the majority, must sooner or later so control the law
making power as to hold capital subject to its will. 

And again, on the same occasion: 
Thus society at the North is now pregnant with the se~ds of its own 

de truction. Its only salvation is a stronger government and a re
striction of the elective franchise. • • • . The standing armies of 
the Old World are maintained to keep labor from warring on capital; 
not by controlling the law-makin"' power, for there labor has not the 
~lective franchise, • • • but those armies are maintained to protect 
capital from mob violence. • • • It is the free suffrage and fre& 
labor of the North which now controls the press, the ba.r, the schools, 
and the pulpit • • · • It is the free labor of the North which has 
invaded the .sanctity of God's altar and compelled its ministers to ac
knowledge its divinity by dethroning Jehovah and worshiping Beelzebub. 

And now listen to this, which shows how closely the Con
gressman from Virginia linked together the right to hold human 
beings as slaves and the right to deny laborers any voice in our 
Government which might interfere with the right of the rich 
aristocrats to own everything. He said : 

Thus African slavery constitutes the keystone of the arch which 
supports the only structure which free labor, together with tree su!
fi•age, will not and can not destroy. • • • . 

It is vain, then, for the free labor of the North, by the exercise of 
it revolutionary power, to attempt further the corru{ltion of the free 
labor of the South. That labor, Mr. Speaker, has h1ghe~ aspirations 
and holier purposes to accomplish ; its mission, sir, is to build up, not 
to destroy, an empire; to obey all the restraints of law and the Con
stitution, and not to despise the restraints of law and trample in the 
dust the Constitution; to protect society by carefully guarding the pul
pit, not to destroy society by corrupting it. The free labor of the North 
now seeks the destruction of this beauti!ul system of government. 

Ur. Speaker, I suppOse there are very few here to-day who 
are not glad that the free labor of the North succeeded in its 
destruction of a syst~m of human slavery which the brilliant 
1\Ir. De Jarnette so eloquently defended and called a " beautiful 
system." 

I hope that no one has failed to note the frequency with which 
~1r. De Jarnette referred with solemn dignity to "the law," 
" the Constitution," "society," "the pulpit," and " God's altar" 
in his argument in favor of the rights of property and in favor 
of extending those rights even to the ownership of human 
beings. That shows to you the absurd lengths to which the 
advocates of property rights will go. I say that the men who 
to-day defend monopoly, who defend private ownership of 
those publi<' utilities which practically ensla\e 80 per cent of 
onr population, refer with just as much solemn dignity and 
with just as much pious hypocrisy to "the law" and to "the 

Constitution." They care nothing for "the law" or "the 
Constitution," except in so far as each may be made subservient 
to their selfish ends. 

Mr. Speaker, here is what" the law" of the land had to say 
about the rights of the master over his slave, which sacred. 
rights were defended by Congressman De Jarnette in the name• 
of the sanctity of" God's altar." In the case of Neal v. Farm~r 
(9 Georgia Repts.) the court held that the master had absolute 
dominion over the slave, and that it was no crime even to kill 
a slave. The court said : 

In the absence of any statutory limitation on that property he holds 
it as unqualifiedly as the first proprietor held it, and his title and the 
extent of his property were sanctioned by the usage of nations which 
had grown into law. There is no sensible account to be given of 
property in slaves here but this. What were, then, the rights of the 

. African chief in the slave which he had captured in war? The slave 
was his to sell or to give or to kill. 

And in the case of State v. Mann (2 Devereaux's Repts., p 
26S) the Supreme Court of North Carolina held that it was no. 
crime for the owner of a woman slave to assault, beat, o~ 
wound her. T.he court said: , 

That there may be particular instances of cruelty and barbarity> 
where in conscience the law might properly interfere is most probable. 
The difficulty is to determine where the court may properly begin. 
Merely in the abstract it may well be a ked, Which power of the master 
accords with right? 'l'he answer will probably sweep away all of 
them. But we can not look at the master in that light. The truth iEt 
that we are forbidden to enter upon a train of general reasoning uport 
the subject. We can not allow the power of the master to be brought 
into discu sion in the courts of justice. The slave. to remain a slave; 
must be made sensible that there is no appeal from his master ; that; 
his power is in no instance usurped; but is conferred by the laws of 
man, at least if not by the laws of God. 

Mr. Speaker, I cite these cases only to show what diabolical 
acts of inhumanity were defended upon this floor 50 years ago 
in the name of "the law" and in the name of "the Constitu
tion." It was the defense of the "rights of property" as against 
the "rights of humanity." 

A great war gave all Americans their political freedom and 
erased from our history the blot of human slavery at least as a 
legal institution. , 

A half century has rolled by, and dur~ng that time all male 
citizens as a class have had the right to vote. Except in a 
small number of States, women have been denied that great 
privilege. And how has the country fared? 

At th~ close of the Civil War the wealth of the United States 
was $25,000,000,000, and that wealth was quite evenly distrib
uted. · To-day the wealth of the United States is $120,000,000,000,. 
and 70 per cent of that weal~h is owned by 200,000 men. In 
other words, two-tenths of 1 per cent of our population to-day 
owns 70 per cent of our wealth. 

Do these figures indicate that the right of suffrage has been 
a detriment to the institution of private property? On the 
contrary, these figures show conclusively that the male voters 
have signally failed to properly safeguard the rights of the 
public against the aggrandizement of capital. Would it be any 
better if women were given. the ballot? I do not know, but 
there is one thing I do know, and that is that it could not be 
any worse. And another thing I know is that the special 
interests that have acquired 70 per cent of the wealth of the 
United States, leaving the remaining 99,800,000 people practi7 
cally industrial slaves, are opposed to woman suffrage, and 
those special interests usually know what is best for them. If 
it i best for the special interests to keep the ballot from our 
mothers, our wives, and our sisters, it is to our best interests 
to enfranchise women at once. 

"Oh," they say, "what good will the enfranchisement of 
women do if the men have so carelessly used the ballot that the 
special interests have acquired practically all the wealth of 
the country?" They ask if the enfranchisement of women will 
not merely result in increasing the total number of votes cast 
without in any respect changing the result? 

I admit that the men have used the ballot to poor advantage, 
but it has cost the special interests millions of dollars at eacli 
election to corrupt and infiuence the male voters into voting 
contrary to their interests, and in controlling the press and 
other influences which have a bearing upon men's votes. 

The interests may, through a control of the press and other 
corrupt means, be able to control elections after women are 
enfranchised as they have before, but it will be harder for them 
to do it. There will be more voters to control, and that of itself 
will make the task of corruptly controlling the electorate more 
difficult Besides, it will be harder to reach the mother in the 
home with corrupt influence than it is to reach the poor laboring 
man, who in many cases has no home. 

I believe in the natural instincts of women for good. I be
lieve it not only their right to vote, but I believe it is their 
duty to do so. [Applause.] • 

. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [.Mr. MANN]. [Applause.] 

1\Ir. .MANN. Mr. Speaker, with pain and tribulation they 
bring us forth into the world; with love and affec_tion they 
nm·se us when we are young and educate us when we grow 
older into the guidance of those principles which make for om· 
lives; they teach our children in the public schools; in the 
main they run our churches; they are in control to a large ex
tent of our civic organizations; they are our counselors when 
we become older; to them we turn for that advice which is 
most valuable to us when temptation or h·ials come before us; 
and I am quite content to trust their judgment at the polls. 
[Applause.] 

1\Ir. Speaker, I realize that there are strong and powerful 
arguments on both sides of the question of woman suffrage, 
and stili stronger arguments on the subject of national suf
frage, but the tendency of the world everywhere is toward 
enlarging the grant of power to those who shall control the 
destinies of the Nation. The uneducated, the poor, the serfs, 
the slaves, ha-re been educated to the power of helping in gov
~rnment. We may stem the current for the moment, but civili
zation's progress develops unerringly the logic of granting 
suffrage to all who have the capacity to make proper use of it. 

No one denies the intellectual power of women to make proper 
use of suffrage. I believe the time has come in this country 
where we must safely say to those who are in intimate relation 
with us all tlll:ough life: "We ask you to help us in the man
agement of the affairs of this great Nation, in the hope that 
we may make progress still greater in the future than we have 
in the past, in the belief that granting responsibility will bring 
new considerations to the great problems which we have to 
meet." .And I feel that we are warranted in trusting in the 
good wife's judgment of the other half of humanity in a man
agement of the affairs of our country. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has yielded back 5 min
utes. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] has 10 
minutes remaining and the gentleman from Texas 7, and if 
nobody desires to speak th~ Chair will put the question. 

Mr. IIE~RY. Does· the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMP
BELL] desire to use the balance of his time? 

Mr. 1\IA....~N. We will not use the time. 
Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my time 

to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. [Applause.] 
The .SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER

wooD] is recognized for seven minutes. 
Mr. Ul\"'DERWOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, the question that con

fronts the House to-day is the gravest question that this body 
can consider. It is asserted by those who advocate the right 
of the women of this country to vote that it is a right on their 
part, and yet this morning I have listened to gentiemen argue 
on that side of the queEltion who come here from States that 
deny that right to their own women; or who come from States 
that but grudgingly have given a part of the franchise to the 
women of their own States. Do they represent the sentiment 
of their own people, who have the power to act and who have 
refused to do so? 

Mr. Speaker, I deny that the exercise of the franchise is a 
universal right. To exercise the franchise in this American 
Republic is the highest privilege that can be granted. It is no 
more the right to exercise the franchise than it is a right pos
sessed by man or woman to hold t>ffice. And even those States 
where the women of the State have been given the right of 
franchise, themselves deny that the franchise is a right and not 
a privilege. Some of the States represented on the floor of 
tl.is House that will probably cast their votes in favor of 
woman suffrage to-day would almost unanimously, so far as 
the white -rote is concerned, men and women alike, deny the 
right, if you call it a right, to other races, because you believe 
if you granted what you call a right you might destroy your 
own civilization. And. therefore, you yourselves recognize that 
the question of franchise is a high privilege and not a universal 
right. I do not speak for myself alone. As the floor leader of 
the majority of this House, on this occasion I have a right to 
speak for my party. 'fhe Democratic Party has not been 
silent on this question. It has not attempted to say what 
should be done in California or in New York or in Alabama. 
It has not said that the women of any State in the Union should 
not have the right to exercise the high privilege of the fran
chise, but it has said that· under our Constitution, our Jaws, 
in view of the Wstory of our Republic, this question must 
be settled by the individual States and not by the National 
_Government. 

There is LO question that is more fundamental in the history 
of the Democratic ·Party than that each -State in this Union 
shall govern its own franchise. If you left the question of the 

right to vote to the entire people of the United States, they bnvo 
not the information about local affairs, they are nut surrounded 
by all the conditions that would lead to a wise, a safe, and a 
patriotic solution of the question. 

At one · time in my own State universal manhood suffrage 
was granted to the people of Alabama, and that portion of my 
State that suffered the worst from it were the gootl women and 
children of the State of Alabama. 

This right of suffrage is going to move ju~t as fast as the 
conditions of the people who seek this privilege warrant them 
in exer~lsing it. If you try to drive it faster than that, you but 
court disaster and the wreck and ruin of some portions of this 
country. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. A division, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [1\fr. BART

LET!'] demands a division. Those in favor of passing this 
rule will rise and stand until they are counted. rAfter count
ing.] Two hundred and nine gentlemen have risen in the 
affirmative. Those oppoSed will rise and stand until they are 
counted. [After counting.] Thirty-seven gentlemen have risen 
in the negative. On this vote the ayes are 209 and the noes are 
37, and t.he rule is agreed to. The Chair recognizes the gentle
man from North Carolina [Mr. WEBB] for one hour. 

Mr. MANN. The resolution has to be reported, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the joint resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment to the Consti
tution of the United States, extending the right ot suff'rage to 
women. 
Resolved, by the Senate and, House of Representatives of the United 

States of America in Congress assemlJlecl (two-thirds of wch House con
curring therein), Thnt the following article be proposed to the legisla
tures of the several States as an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, which, when ratified by three-fourth of sa.id legislatures 
shall be valid as part of said-Constitution, namely · ' 

"ABTICLE -.-SECTION 1. The ~ight ot citizens of the United States 
to vote shall not be denied or abndged by the United States or by any 
State on account of sex. · 

" SEC. 2. Cong~ess shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to 
enforce the provisions of this article." 

Mr. CULLOP rose. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Indiana rise? 
Mr. CULLOP. To make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
1\Ir. CULLOP. When would be a proper time to offer an 

amendment to the resolution? 
The SPEAKER. When we get through with the six hours' 

debate. 
Mr. CULLOP. Would it be proper to offer it now and have 

it pending? · 
The SPEAKER. It would be proper to offer it now for in-

formation. 
Mr. OULLOP. Then I desire to offer it now. In line 6-
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it Is not proper to offer it now. 
The SPEAKER. He is not offering it. 
Mr. :MANN. He has not the floor. 
Mr. CULLOP. I am asking only to have it read. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 

·wEBB] was recognized for one hour, and he bas the floor. If 
he wants to yield to the gentleman from Indiana he has the 
right to do.-it. 

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

· Mr. DUPRE. May I inquire what was the recommendation 
of the Committee on the Judiciary on this resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It did not make any. 
Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from North 

Carolina will yield to me for a moment I will offer the amend
ment. 

l\fr. WEBB. I prefer not to yield, Mr. Speaker. I prefer that 
it shall be done at the end of the debate. 

Mr. CULLOP. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
I may offer the amendment now, so as to have it before the 
House for information. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CUL
LOP]--

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that is proper pro
cedure unless the gentleman can get time and give notice of his 
amendment. He will have an opportunity, when it is reached 
under the five-minute rule, to offer it. 

The SPEAKER. The proper time to oJrer amendments is at 
the close of the general debate. 
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Mr. CAJIPBELL. 1\fr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order -is the gentleman from · 

North Carolina [1\fr . • WEBB]. The Chair would answer the par
liamentary inquiry of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
DUPRE] still further, that the Chair understands that the Ju
dicinry Committee made no recommendation whatever. It sim
piy threw this amendment back into the House. 

.Mr. MAl~N. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 
:Mr. DUPRE. The Chair is entirely correct. 
1\Ir. WEBB. That should be discovered by the report of the 

committee itself, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina. is rec

ognized for one hour. 
.Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be notified when I have 

used fi-ve minutes. 
The SPEAKER. Very well. 
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to woman suffrage, 

but I am not opposed to woman. I respect her, admire her, 
r_everence her, because of the sacred position she occupies in 
all human life and growth. It is because of this respect, ad
miration, and reverence that I am opposed to woman suffrage. 

Nature destined woman to be the home maker, the child 
rearer, while man is the money maker. The most sacred and 
potential spot on earth is the fireside shrine. Here the child 
receives its morals, its religion, its character; and ()ver this 
shrine the devoted mother presides as the reigning sovereign, 
the uncrowned queen; but her influence is more powerful, her 
edicts more important than the acts of all the throned mon
archs of earth. 

I am unwilling, as a southern man, to force upon her any 
burden which will distract this loving potentate from her 
sacred, God-imposed duties. . 

I am unwilling to force her into the vortex of politics, where 
her sensitiveness and her modesty will often be offended. . 

She can not purify politics with the ballot. On the contrary, 
r fe.ar that politics, if corrupt, might corrupt her also. 

When you set the lure of active, politica.I strife before a 
woman and she is drawn into it, to that extent the home must 
suffer. 

Prof. Durant Drake, of Wesleyan University, writing in the 
November North American Review, says: 

It would seem (though we must speak tentatively and without 
dogmatism on this matter until it shall have thoroughly been thrashed 
out) that society must insist that the normal sphere of woman lies in 
the making of the home and the bringing up of children-a task so 
arduous and exacting as to forbid its proper fulfillment side by side 
with any other vocation. 

We must repeat that it is not a question, ultimately, of what women 
want, but of what they ought to want; not a question of rights, but 
duties. 
. Tbe highest goJd of the community as a whole has precedence over 

tbe wishes of any class; the legislation and conventions of the future 
must be based not upon any plea for Uberty, but upon solid considera· 
tlons of general human wel!are. 

No country in the world has emancipated woman so rapidly 
as has the United States, and yet woman su1II:agi~ts positively 
refuse to submit the question of women voting to women them
selves, but demand that we men shall thrust the ballot into the 
hands of women, even though they do not ask it. 

I venture the statement that were the question of women 
voting submitted to the women of the United States more than 
80 per cenbwould express themselves against it. 

I am opposed to this resolution on another ground-that is, 
I believe in the absolute right of every State to prescribe the 
qualifications of its voters, and so long as our dual form of 
Gq,vernment remains inviolate, this right must rest withb the 
power of the States as their sovereign prerogative. 

There is no analogy from the standpoint of State rights 
-between making the Federal Government a party to the stamp
ing out of the liquor traffic and in making it a party in fixing 
the qualifications of the voters of the several States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used five minutes. 
1\Ir. WEBB. I will take five minutes more, 1\fr. Speaker. 
Practically every great thinker and authority from the 

Supreme Court of the United States down has declared that the 
liquor traffic produces more pauperism, misery, and crime than 
all other causes combined, and certainly it is not an intrench
ment upon the rights of the States for them to enlist the aid of 
the Federal Government in stamping out a traffic which produces 
such awful results. On the contrary, no one will declare that 
any such dire results will flow from the failure on the part of 
Congress to submit to the States this question, especially when 
a majority of the women are opposed to having the ballot thrust 
into their hands. 

I belie\e that 90 per cent of the mothers in this country are 
not only not in favor of woman suffrage, but are positively 
against it. 

They are willing to trust their- husbands and their sons to 
make the laws while they make the homes. 

If woman is to demand and receive equal privileges at the 
polls, in the workshops, and in every walk of life, then why 
should man be longer required to support the wife? 

Why should he be put in jail for abandonment unless woman 
be required to suffer equally for such offense? 

Why should man be longer required to support the wife any 
more than the wife should be required to support the hu~band~ 
If man is required to work the public roads, then why not 
woman? If men must pay poll taxes, women must do so, too. 

I am well aware that extreme suffragists, feminists, Social
ists, and I. W. W.'s will say that my ideas on the que tion o~ 
woman suffrage are out of date and antiquated. but I beg to 
remind all such critics that this Government has grown in 
power and population as no other country on earth has grown, 
and for more than 100 years has been known the world over 
as the land of the brave and the home of the free-and all this 
marvelous growth has come about and this splendid reputation 
attained without the aid of woman's ballot. 

If I thought woman suffrage was best for my country, or 
even for womankind, r would gladly support it, but oelieving 
sincerely that it would be harmful to both I shall stubbornly 
oppose it. 

Mrs. Horace Brock, honorary president State Federation o~ 
Pennsylvania Women, president Pennsylvania Association Op
posed to Woman Suffrage, has well said: 

The assumption that man has attained a more dignified or " superior" 
position in human society than woman is based on the suffrage sophis
try that it is better to be a man than a woman-a common claim. 
Their real quarrel is not with men . with women, nor with government. 
but with the nature that made them women instead of men. Lacking 
the attributes of the masculine nature which they admire, they seek 
!ttme measure of identity with men by legislation. This is the funda
mental fact at the bottom of the suffrage agitation. 

If women are so anxious to vote, why do they not hurry 
across the continent to Wyoming, the State of my frie[Jd MoN
DELL, the author of this resolution? There they have been vot
ing longer than in any other State in the Union, and there we 
find not enly that no women immigrated in to exercise this 
precious right of franchise, but the women in proportiou to 
the men have been actually diminishing for the last half 
century. 

No, 1\Ir. Speaker, the truth about this matter is that woman 
suffragism is more or le s a fad, and if in the morning, to
morrow morning, all of these busy advocates of woman suffrage 
to-day should wake and find themselves actually enfranchised 
they would be disappointed, surprised, and chagrined. The 
truth of it is, my friends, these agitating women suffmgists 
want something to agitate about, and after the agitation is over 
and they have secured their object they would be disappointed 
because no more agitation would be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used five minutes more. 
M:r. WEBB. I will take t wo minutes more. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized for two min-

utes more. • 
Mr. WEBB. They remind me ·very much of the Irishman who 

heard that there was a run on the bank in which he had a 
deposit. He hurried around the corner to his bank and ru ~hed 
in and said to the cashier, "Mr. Cashier, I want my $3,000, nnd 
I want it quick.'' "All right," said the cashier, "here it is." 
"Oh, faith, can I get it?" inquired the Irishman. "Yes," ai.i 
the cashier; " here it is." "Well it is this way," said the Irish
man, "if I can get it, I don't want it; but if I can't get it. I 
want it mighty bad." That is the way with many of the women 
suffragists. If they can get it, they do not want it; and if they 
can not get it, they want it very bad. 

1\fr. Speaker, it is claimed that there are more women in the 
State of Pennsylvania oppo!::ed to woman suffrage than there 
are women in all the suffrage States in favor it. E\erybody 
knows that this House will "not vote to submit this amendment 
b.,· a two-thirds vote. Everybody knows that the people of the 
United States are not for it. We are simply frittering away the 
time of this House in order to give some of these agitators the 
power to go over the country and attack in public peeches the 
Members who do not vote according to their bidding. l\Ir. 
Speaker, I for one expect to cast my vote to-day to protect 
woman against herself. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, here are extracts from a letter addressed to the 
President of the United States by the National As ociation Op
posed to Woman Suffrage, Mrs. Arthur 1\I. Dcdge, president, 
dated November 27, 1914, and published in the December number 
of The WoiLan's Protest: 

"After 65 years of constant agitation and recruiting on the 
part of suffragists, their national membership, estimated on rep
resentation of 53 suffrage associations certified to by their cre
dentials committee at their recent national convention at 

, 
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Nashville, is under 200,000 for the entire United States, or less 
than 1 per cent of the 24,55!>,754 mature wome~ in America. It 
is also strikingly significant that in the States where women 
vote, and where it is natural to look for the most women organ
ized to help obtain tb.e franchise for their sisters, if beneficial, 
only 6,700 members of suffrage associations appear to exist 
according to the credential report; and none of the four oldest 
suffrage States-Colorado, Utah, Wyoming, and Idaho-was 
interested enough to represent itself by delegation at the na
tional suffrage con\ention. 

'.'Beside·, Nevada and Montana ha\e often been called the 
'·blackest and wettest States in the Unioa' by the suffragists 
themselves. In Ne\ada a direct appeal for the saloon vote was 
made by an advertisement signed by two officers of their. suf
:{rage organization. In Montana the W. C. ~· U. wa~ ~erued. a 
place in a suffrage parade for fear of offendmg the liquor m
tere ts.' The defeat of the 'cause' in the other five States, 
coming as a supplement to the overwhelming defeats of suffrage 
at the polls in 1913 in Ohio, Wisconsin, and 1\Iichigan, is an 
indication that '"VOtes for women' are repudiated decisively in 
the most progressiT"e and populous communities. 

41A favorite argument with the suffragists is that 'the women 
should be consulted' in politics. We ask that the women be 
consulted on this issue above all others. The suffragists, on the 
othe1· hand dare not propose ' letting· the women decide,' and 
their most' famous advocates and apologists have specifically 
declined to approve the will of the majority of women. But 
we would have every statesman and scholar in America seri
ouslv consider the fact that the vote against woman suffrage 
in the recent election corresponded with the proportion of 
women available to advise their husbands, fathers, sons, and 
brothers on the franchise question." 

·< hlORE LIGHT ON THE 'LIQUOR INTERESTS ' BUGABOO." 

{From The Woman's Protest for December, 1914. Editorial.] 
" Let us ascertain the truth. 

. "It is true that suffrage organizations have solicited campaign 
funds from the liquor interests. The liquor interests have de
clared, 'Experience has proved that we have nothing to fear 
from woman suffrage.' 

'· It is also true that the antisuffrage organization has never 
E:3ther solicited or received one cent of money from any indi
vidual or organization connected with the liquor interests. 
. "Tbe antisuffragists court publicity on this subject. Do the 

suffragists?" 

[From the Woman's Protest, December (p. 10).] 

''Two successive and prominent speakers rose at the National 
Suffraue Convention at Nashville to point out that women 'need 
the bailot because nearly 9,000,000 women are working outside 
the home.' * * * We simply refer the investigator to the 
census report of occupations, issued June 20, 1914, in which it is 
shown only 8,075,772 feminine workers over 10 years of age 
were employed in all•gainful occupations in homes or anywhere 
else in America at the last census, and furthermore indicates 
that even this number is perhaps too great, and should be 
7 607 672 (p. 27 "VOL 4). Of these 4,338,337, or over half, 
a~e ~mployed a~ domestic or in agricultural pursuits, where 
e"Very woman who makes butter or sells eggs for market is 
included. If suffragists can not confine their oratory to the 
actual number of women the census shows to be 'working out
side the home '-3,974,957-and can not mention that the census 
also shows 20,346,961 women engaged inside of the 17,805,845 
homes that house the 20,255,555 families, or further, that of 
the 24 555 754 women in America over 21, 20,518.833 are or 
have been' married, we won't quibble about their honor or 

"The home-rule measure-the ' wet' or 'liquor measure'
won in Ohio by a poor, frightened 8,300 majority-less tl1an 
one-twentieth of the anti suffrage majority .• · Ye~ 1uffragists say 
it was that which 'did it. Prohibition was defeated by 83.371-
.considerably less than half of the suffrage-defeating majority. 
And 179,132 voters voted fur prohibition who dit' not vote for 
woman suffrage. Two hundred and forty-eight thousand six 
hundred and fifty-nine voted on the liquor measure who did not 
care enough about suffrage w ', ote either way. 

" ' 1\fy wife doesn't believe in woman suffrage.' That was 
what defeated woman suffrage in Ohio. That was the gentle 
slogan spoken by hur:.dreds of thousands of men on election 
morning and the day before, with no idea they were uttering 
a campaign cry which piled up that majority against political
izing humanity to the number of 182,905." 

[Clipped from the Woman's Protest for December, 1914.] 
"In this State the men voted against extending larger liber

ality toward the liquor interests; also they voted against ex
tension of woman suffrage to women. They did differently in 
Montana, where they voted in favor of equal suffrage and for 
a law legalizing prize fighting. The contrast between the two 
adjoining States is so ·clearly marked as to render it both 
notable and novel. (Vermilion ( S. Dak.) Republican.) 

''We regret to say ·that in California, with equal suffrage 
in full force for the first time, prohibition was defeated by 
over 150,000 majority. - And not only that but, worse still, 
by way of a clincher, the proposition to prevent any vote on the 
prohibit~on question for the next succeeding eight years was 
also carried. Thu~ it is evident that universal suffrage nnd 
State-wide prohibition do not necessarily trudge along hand in 
hand. ( E_xchange.) 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

"Another interesting fact is that the campaign cry of the 
suffragists was that we were in league with the liquor and vice 
interests generally. The figures do not seem to bear this out. 
Every one of the Red River Valley comities, viz: The row of 
counties lying along the eastern border of the -State-Pembina, 
Walsh: Grand Forks, Traill, Cass, and Richland-counted as 
'dry' counties gave a majority against suffrage, the com
bined majorities of these counties for us being 3,18 . 

"It is a curious fact that most of the counties giving a ma
jority for suffrage are not in the 'dry' part of. the State, but 
are in the western part of the Missouri slope. 

"The election returns in this State also give additional proof 
that our women do not want to vote and will not vote. 

"A few illustrations will d~monstrate this: In Cass County, 
including ·Fargo, the home of the 'Votes for Women League,' 
4,827 men voted and 196 women. In Stutsman County, the 
headquarters of the ',V. C. T. U.' and the home of l\lrs. 
Elizabeth Preston Anderson, who campaigned for suffrage for 
10 months, 2,580 men voted and 55 women. In Barnes County, 
where many prominent suffragists reside, 2,365 men voted and 
85 women. ln Ramsey County, 2,719 men voted and 27 women. 
In Traill County, 1,784 men voted and 48 women.'' 

[Clipped from the Woman's Protest, December, 1914 (p. 11).] 
MO~TA.NA. 

"At this writing the official count has not been made. 
"To-day if suffrage has carried, Montana faces the menace 

of socialis~ in a greater degree than it has before. The victory. 
if it proves to be a 'Victory, is one for the Socialist Party, and 
this statement is borne out by the returns from Missoula and 
other socialistic sh·ongholds, where the largest majorities w~'e 
piled up for the amendment." 

fairness; we only show the ridiculous contrast between suffrage [From the Lesterville Ledger.] 
statistics and the United States ceqsus. "The voters of South Dakota believe that there is enough of 

"After a campaign in which ~ouse-to-house ~a!lva~es were disappointment in politics for men without attaching this nddi· 
made, scores of workers speaking. and orgaruzmg. m. every tional trouble and worry on the women." 
county of the State, and every poss1ble method of brmgmg the occupational statistics of impo1·tance. 
suffrage arguments to the people strenuously enforced by t:J;e Females o\er 10 years of a"'e in all occupations in the United 
suffrage campaigners, the proposal to adopt equal suffrage m States----------------~----------------------------- 8, 075, 772 
Ohio was defeated by tbe voters of the State at the recent Agriculture, forestry, .and a~mal industry ________________ 1, 807, 5~~ 
] ti · b maJ'ority of 182 905. This is an increase over the Personal ~d domestic ser!Ice----:--.-'------------------- 2

1• 53
2°0· ~80 e ec O? Y a . . . • Manufactunng and mecbamcal pursmts------------------ • • iJ , 

defentmg maJOrity reg1stered two years ago on the same sub- I Trade------------------------------------------------ 46 , Q"M 
ject of 96,000 "Votes. And it would seem to indicate that if the Clerical occupations----------------------------------- ¥~~· SH~ 
suffragists attempt a third election, as they are threatening to f1:ofessi~nal service------------------------------------ 106 • 596 
do again in two years, their measure will go down· to defeat ~~b~~P~~~~gn(nofeisewilere-<1as.:i"iie1)~~~~~~~~~~~-=-~~~:-: 13: 558 
then by about 300,000 majority-a rather discouraging sort of Extraction of minerals----------------------- ---------- 1, O!H 
progress for the moYernent one would think. Males in United States, 47,332,277; males in United States 10 yt'u~s 

• f 'h · t t t d f t"i t . the and over 37 027 558; males in United States 10 rear and over Ill · ' Facts are rarely o muc Ill eres o a e ea - . par Y, - "ainful pursuits •30 091 564-81.3 per cent; 1.3 per cent or maieR of 
ories are much m<{re interesting. But here are the facts for lO years anj over are wage earners as against 2:.:.4 per cent female wage 
t~:>se who care for them: earners. 
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United States Census. volume 4, on Population, dealing with occupa· 

tiona I statistics : 
Females in Uniled States----------------------------- 44, 639, 989 
Females in United States 10 years and over ______________ 34, 552, 712 
F emales in United States 10 years and over engaged in gain· 

ful occupations------------------------------------- 8,075, 772 
" Tlla t is, only 23.4 per cent of the females of 10 years and 

O\er in this country earn their own living." 

[Clipped from the Woman's Protest, December, 1914 (p. 12).] 
"Harriet Stanton Blatch declares that women are the first 

class to fight their battle entirely alone. She is forgetting that 
the Socialists, the Progressives, the 1\Iormons, and the Indus
trial Workers of the Worl<l are all staunch allies of the suffra
gists. Did 1\Irs. Blatch not take part in the suffrage parade 
when the Socialists carried a banner saying, 'One million Social
ists \Ote and work for suffrage '? And is she so ungrateful as 
to forget that the recent suffrage victory in Nevada was entirely 
due to the Socialists and Mormons? " 

THE RIGir1.' S TO DE FREE FRO!'ti DUTIES. 

"In the North American Review for November Prof. Durant 
Drake, of Wesleyan University, discusses 'The ethics of the 
women's cause.' Prof. Drake is inclined to predict as inevit
able certain gains for the cause of 'Votes for Women.' 

"Of the rights of women the essayist reminds us that 'the 
woman movement is largely an expression of willfulness, of im
patience of restraint. This can, of course, be idealized, and can 
awaken splendid and self-sacrificing loyalties; but we must not 
be misled by these. The fundamental requirements of our hu
man nature and the inexorable conditions of its existence de
mand many sacrifices of desire. And so, however deeply we 
may admire and sympathize with the sex that has been so long 
repressed and patronizingly petted, however much we may long 
for women to have equally noble opportunities, and to be recog
nized through and througil as men's comrades and equals, we 
must not assume that either men or women can rightly be freed 
from restrictions and often irksome duties. 

"'Certain fundamental facts can not be ignored. Woman is a 
child-bearing and, more, a child-rearing · animal. There is 
nothing humiliating in this fact, however bluntly put, any more 
than in the fact that man is, by necessity, a money-making 
animal. Of the two vocations the one that nature decrees to 
women is the nobler, and though attended with more pnin, on 
the whole, the happier. At any rate, it ~.;an not without disaster 
be evaded. Children do not thrive well under institutional 
care-that is proved; they need the personal care, the patient, 
loving, skillful, endless care of mothers. If the human race 
is to continue, women must give the best of their strength to its 
perpetuation; if it is to develop its potentialities, physical. 
mental, moral, women must give years from their lives-the 
best years-for the care and nurture of children; they must give 
preliminary years to the acquirement of the lmowledge and 
skill that shall fit them for this greatest of yocations. And if 
this task is decreed by nature for women, men are by a com
plementary duty bound to work for the support of the women 
thus engaged, anu for the children, who must be allowed, say. 
20 years apiece of play and learning time before they become, 
if men, producers, if women, in their turn, child rearers-so 
much division of labor is, in normal cases, inevitable." 

[Clipped and copied from the Woman's rrotest, December, 1914 (p.14).] 
"In the 'dry-and-suffrage' parade in Columbus. Ohio, the 

Sun<lay before election, five little colored girls marched., carry
ing a banner with the inscription, 'We are the men of to-day.' 

"NOTES AND COMME:STS (P. 15). 

"Many women, having little else, demand the vote, having 
. Persuaded themselves it will give them that 'else' they lack. 
On tbe contrary, the majority of the women who have that 

. el ·e realize that the ballot will not add to that which they have, 
but take from it. 

"In the woman's suffrage prol'lnganda there is invol\ed a 
question far more \ital and fllr-reaching than the mere political 
stability of the State. There hangs in the balance the very 
existence and pervetuity of the State and the moral and physi
cal well-being of tlJc people. The greatest evils in this country 
to-day are not to be foun<l in the unsavory political corruption 
that occasionally comes to light; they are not to be found in the 
untoward encroachments of predatory trusts, nor even in the 
oppres~h-e congestion of the slums. Tiley are to be found rather 
in the social ideals of those cln sses of the people upon whom, 
by reason of their superior culture or afiluence, responslbil1ty 
for tlJc social ideals of the nation chiefly falls, and two of the 
gru>est and most insidious of those e\ils are the diminution of 
th?. falllily :;tnd the startling spread of divorce. 

'Vell SU1d for Virginia. Virginia has recently gone 'dry,' 
and women do not \Ote. California has just had an election 
and went 'wet,' the women espousing the liquor cause. An-

other Western State also went 'wet,' the women voting the wet 
ticket. 

" Georgia, North Carolina, Tennessee, and Mississippi are 
dry States and men voted them dry. Men \Oteu Maine dry. 

"For those Woman's Christian Temperance Union women, 
mostly from the West and North, to come down here anu preach 
woman's suffrage to be a national law, re~nrdless of States, 
was a piece of political impertinence. Suffrage is uearer to 
their hearts than prohibition, else they would have csclJewed 
the subject in a southern prohibHion State. 

"All but this one Virginia woman, by their actions and ex
pression, indorsed tile \iews of 1\Irs. Carrie Oatt, who says: 'If 
this present Constitution stands in our way, we propose to 
tear it up and make another.' " 

[From the Woman's Protest. November, 1914.] 
TirE MENACE OF THE CONTROLLED "WOMAN VOTE'' (P. 3). 

"The controlled \ote is the menace of the densely populnted 
districts. That woman suffrage will add to this Yote in over
whelming numbers is an antisuffrage belief. An illustration of 
it is found in the recent election in California, a suffrage State, 
which defeated proillbition, No\ember 3. 

"We quote from Hearst's (suffrage) San Francisco Examiner 
of November 4: 

"'All the excitement during the day centered around the 
booths in the Barbary Coast district and those in the uptown 
tenderloin. McDonough brothers. Frank Daroux, "Red" Kelly, 
et al., who control the Barbary Coast vote, were working tooth 
and nail to elect Dominick J. Behan State senator, while Jim 
Coffroth and Johnny Crowley were working just as hard uptown 
for Gus Hartman. 

"'McDonough brothers had several automobiles busy all day 
long hauling Barbary Coast dance-hall girls and the inmates of 
houses on Commercial Street to the different booths. and always 
the women w.ere supplied with a marked sample ballot. 

"' Coffroth and Crowley were not so generous uptov;'ll. They 
let the women walk. 

"'The strangest scenes of all possibly we1•e those around the 
booth opposite the St. Francis Hotel, on Union Square. It was 
there that all the guests of the St. Francis, the Stewart. and 
other hotels in that neighborhood voted. There also voted many 
of the women of the night life, and that the strategical impor
tance of this booth was realized by the two factions was evi
denced by the fact thnt Gus Hartman occupied a soap box on 
one side of tlle street in front of this booth, while Frank Daroux 
sat across the sidewalk from him all day long. 

"'From remarks heard around the booths those women \oting 
against prohibition were greatly in the preponderance, and many 
women voted on that measure alone.'" 

"It is thus seen once more why a Pacific coast liquor organi
zation declared: 'After careful investigation of the matter in 
suffrage States, we find we have nothing to fear from the wo
man's vote.' Surely these men must know whom to fear and 
why. Evidently they do not fear the suffragists. 

" TilE ELECTIONS IN THE WEST (P. 4), 

"Out of seven States where the question of woman suffrage 
came before the electorate, five defeated it overwhelmingly; one 
State, Nevada, the smallest in population and in the per cent of 
women, has evidently been carried by the suffragists, while 
Montana is still in doubt, and only the official count wm deter
mille the result. In Nevada the Socialist vote was over 5,000, the 
1\Iormon \ote more than 1,000, probably 6,500 votes in all out of 
a total vote of 20,000, or nearly one-third of the entire Yote. 
These votes were, of course, delivered in a block to the suffrage 
cause . 

" One feature of the result is especially gratifying: The suf
fragists secured no State east of the Rockies; they have cap
hued no territory in which the home wiel<ls the influence that 
it wields generally in the more populous States. Eveu in 
Nevada, in the larger towns where homes were most numerous, 
suffrage was defeated nearly two to one; the exceptions were 
the mining centers of Goldfield and Tonopah, where the Social
ist vote was exceptionally strong. Out in the mining camps, 
where there were no women, particularly the small and isolated 
camps, the \ote was practically unanimous in fa\or of suffrnge. 
This is a confirmation of the contention of the antisuffrngi ts 
that women do not want the ballot. * * * 

"Suffrage was most overwhemingly uefeated wilere the most 
women were consulted." 

rt TirE PASSING OF AN EPTDE:UIC OF EMOTION" (PI'. 5-6). 
[By l\frs George r. White, chairman organizing committee Pennsylvania 
Associ~tion Opposed to Woman Suffrage. (November The Woman's 
rrotest.)] 
"How many women who li>e in Western States ha\e seen the 

sheriff come around with a list of registered \Otcrs in order to 
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collect a posse to capture outlaws? How many women want to 
get qn ~uch a list? II ow many want to serve on juries or to be 
called upon by policemen to assist in arresting criminals? 

"Yes; there are a few-and they all heartily believe in 'votes 
for women.' The kind of woman who wants to become a poli- ' 
ticinn and a policeman wants to be eYerything a man is-except 
a soldier. But where is she· going to draw the line? The line at 
the polls is an emblem of the firing liue. It is the proper place• 
to designate the difference in duties and responsibilities that 
exist between man and woman. 

"And it is the only chance the world has for peace. Mili
tari-sm, despotism, and socialism have all proved unable to pre
serve 11eace in tile bands of men who hav-: votes and arms. 

'' That the logical feminists see the relation between politics 
and war is shown in Allen L. Benson, the socialist-suffragist's 
recent contention that 'if a woman votes to send a man to the 
cannon's month she siloulcl go witil him.' .And the suffragists 
say that ' the women voting to do this would not make a cor
poral's guard.' " 

·• If 1,200 men voted for a principle they consider vital, and 
COO men a11d 1,000 women voted against it, how could the ma
jority enforce its opinion? The 1,000 men and women could not 
meet the 1,200 men in battle and win, and yet if the 1,000 women 
all voted for the measure the 600 men have to defend 
would they not logically and morally be bound to join them in 
the contest? But supposing the 1,000 women do not vote and 
do not :tight, is it not true that they not only escape a useless 
burden that would not make any dHfereuce in the decision but 
they preserve tlleir own status ns noncombatants and non
partisans? And if tbey can not preserve peace, they can at 
lenst modify war, make the victor kinder to the vanquished, and 
keep themselves and children out of battles and bloodshed. 
iWby does not 1\Irs. Pethick Lawrence see further than her 
fingers, and. by putting the words 'political war ' in her sen
tence, make it represent a recognized and universal truth? 
Then she would say: 'The moral immunity of all women in 
civilized nations from the terrible duty of organized murder 
and political war is too great a boon to the whole world to be 
placed in jeopardy.' And the antisu.ff.ragists would piously add 
' by womll..ll suffrage.' 

"Is there anything more significant than the fact that the 
Colorado women-who have voted 21 years-and the English 
militants-whose warlike campaigns are history-are the only 
women who have proposed women regiments? Of course Dr. 
Anna Howard Shaw says she would like to be a policeman. 
Other feminists would like to be everythi-ng, from bootblacks to 
President, rather than what nature made them, namely, women. 
A 'policeman' in skirts would have rutller a nice time persuad
ing desperate criminals .to go to jail, would she not? One of 
them in Chicago recently threatened to resign unless the captain 
of the district had her escorted home by a man when she was. 
on duty after dark! " 

I""'"! 

" NI~ETEE~ QUESTIO~S FOR SUFFRAGISTS TO ANSWER." 

[From the Woman's Protest, November, l!l14.] 
"Headquarters, Pennsylvania Sttfjrage Association: 

"In fairness to the public, and in order to extend an accurate 
knowledge of just whn t woman suffrage may be expected to do 
in 1icw of its pnst record, the Pennsylvania Associntion Opposed 
to Woman Sutrrage invites your speakers to answer the follow
ing questions, and to give a clear explanation of the following 
facts and figures : 

'' 1. Why is it that, after 05 years of constant agitation, the 
wouuw-snffrage cause is opposed by women themselves more 
vigorously tllan e•er? 

'' ~- "·hy is woman suffrage the only movement among women 
that lms excited a~ainst itself an organized National and State 
OPl)OSltiou from other women? 

"3 . ..ls tile census report on occupations issued June 20, 1914, 
shows only 8,075,772 feminine workers over 10 years of age in 
the Cnitecl States, why do suffragists claim that '8,000,000 
wom~n worl~ers <lemand the ballot'? 

"4. Tl.le Xational American Womnn Suffrage Associ-ation 
clnimerl n membership of 'about GGO,OOO' in June, 1914. Tbe 
Congressional Union for Woman Suffrage, the National's rival, 
claimed 4,000 members about the same time. This makes 
054,000 suffragists in America, which is less than one-twelfth 
the 8,000,000 feminine workers, less than one-half the total 
number of women eufranchise<l in the nine full-suffrage States 
(1,90S,lG3. according to the census), and only 2.7 per cent of 
the women over 21 in America. Why have 97 women out of 
every 100 rejected woman suffrage for 65 years; and why d~ 
less than half the enfranchised women approve their own 
'emancipntion' and less tl.lan one-twelfth the women workers 
believe in ' votes for women '? 

"5. Since the census figures- show 4.338.337 of the feminine 
workers are employed in agricultural pursuits nncl domestic 
service-on farms and in homes-and that of the 24,fiu5,iTi4 
women over 21. in America, 20,51S,8H3 are or ha\e been mar
rietl. and are obviously 'making homes' for the 20,2GG.5G5 
families who live in the 17,805,845 dwellings in the United 
States, how do you prove that 'woman's work has gone out ot 
tile home ami into store, factory, aud shop'? 

"G. Woman suffrage, you claim, will bring better labor con
ditions. Colorado hns had woman suffra~e 21 years. Why, 
then, is Colorado the only State in the Union thut bas called 
for Federal aid in suppressing anarchy and riot twice in 10 
years-in 1904 and 1914? 

"7. Woman suffrage will do away with child labor, you 
assert. Above-mentioned census report ( pp. 73, 442, and 512) 
show the same percentage of children from 10 to 1R nt work 
in Colorado as in Pennsylvania. But in Colorado fue highest 
number of such children work out as farm laborers. wherens iu 
Pennsylvania the highest number are employed on· the l.lorne 
farm. Neal'ly twice as many children work out on farms in 
Colorado as are employed by their own pat·ents. In Pennsyl
vania the situation is so reven:ecl that nearly three times ns 
many childTen work for their own parents as for otllers. Does 
' votes for women ' force more children to leave home and work 
for others? 

"8. Woman suffrage will bring 'economic independence.' you 
declare. How is economic independence to be sccurell without 
social revolution? 

"9. If votes will raise wages, ns suffrage· agitators promise 
women workers, why do men in the same industries depend on 
labor unions rather than on votes to get higher pay? 

"10. If woman suffrage will help the womnn worker, explain 
the following testimony, after three years of suCrage in C<lli
fornia, before the Federal Industrial Relations CommiRsion 
at Los Angeles, September 10, 1914. :Mrs. Katherine "P. Edson, 
member of the California Industrial Welfare Commission, de
clared: 

"'No doubt a large part of our social trouble, such ns the 
children in the street, is due to men working for an inadequate 
wage and women being forced to go out and work. It seemR to 
me a hopeless situation. My opinion is that there nre more 
women working outside their homes here than there should be. 
Some large dry goods stores, I understand, are conternplntin~ 
refusing to employ married women because of the numerous 
complaints from unmarried women workers.' 

" Why does a woman call the condition of labor 'hopeless' 
where "women vote? 

"ll. Various department stores in Philadelphia allow their 
employees all day off Saturdays during the summer. Where 
have women secured Saturday holidays with 'n piece of paper 
in a ballot box' ? 

"12. Woman suffrage will rout rum. you allege. Then why 
has no State ever gone 'dry' with ' votes for women.' although 
ll have done so by the moral influence of woman on the yotes 
of men only? 

"13. Where were the women voters of Colorado on Novem
ber 5, 1D12, when that State defeated probihition by a mnjority 
of 40,807 votes, llG,774 ba1Iots bei.ng cast for the snloon~? As 
there are 213,425 women over 21 in Colornoo (p. 118. Cen::;11s 
Abstract), it would have taken only 58 per ent of them to m:1ke 
the State 'dry' by a majority of 6,012 without a sln~le mnle 
vote to help them. Does this not prove thn.t most of the WOlllPn 
who will vote are against the very temr1ernnce thnt all women 
desire and have s cured nuder male sutiTn~e? 

'' 14. Wyoming got womnn suffrage in 18G9. It hns remained 
the forty-seventh Commonwealth in the Union to this clny. ac
cording to the census. If women seek 'emancipntion,' why hns 
the colonization of Wyoming been so sadly ne~lectert for 45 
years, and why are there only 100 women to every 1G8 men in 
that State, which is the second lowest proportionate feminine 
populntion in the United States? Why women avoid Wyoming 
wants explanation. 

"15. Suffragists say women should vote becn.nse th~y pny 
taxes. On this plea the foreign corporation or incliYidnnl or 
nonresident who pays taxes should 10te. The nmjority of 
women are not tuxpuyers, however, and their ndllition to tho 
electorate would only increase the number of Yotcrs who do not 
pay taxes. Do suffragists advocate further extension of irre
sponsibility? 

"16. Suffragists are indorsed by all the unstnhle elements in 
our population-the Socialists, the Industrial Wor·krrs of tho 
World, nnd the feminists. Do suffragists in turn indor·se socinl
ism, sabotage, and communism? If not, why do they ncePpt 
·the support of Socialists and feminists and run staotliu~ n ppcn ls 
for such support by officially advertising for it in rc•olutiona rY. 
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magazines given over to the defem~e of convicted rioters nnd 
the glorification of masculine and feminine rebellion? (See a 
copy of the Masses.) Note shmding advertisement of National 
American Woman Suffr11ge Association. 

"17. If women are competent to vote on every question, why 
not allow them to vote on their own enfranchisement? 

"18. In >iew of the fact that woman suffrnge pro11oses an
other duty to woman. an nnn~:>f'essnry duty inconsistent with 
ber highest naturnl duties and functions, and, furthermore, in
Yol>es great risk and udditionnl expense to the State, we have 
a right to a k what it can do to im]lrove civic conditions, and 
wllere it hu done so. If snffragistR can not pro>e 'votes for 
women' are worth while. llow cnn they show any reason why 
woman suffrnge should not be rejected? 

"19. An electorate, like a standing army, is a governmental 
instrument to carry out the will of the people. Its extension 
c:m oul.v be 11d>ocated as a necessity or a senice to the common 
good. Where and when htn·e women prov"d their supreme 
mornl influence as the motllers. wh·es. daughters, sisters, and 
tenchers of men ns 'inferior' to the bullots and bullets that men 
must sometimes use? What reason can suffragists give for 
asking women to use the wenpons of men in a vain attempt to 
exercise political power when the wisiles of "omen anu the wis
dom of the centuries teach us to rely on the moral might that 
"omen "ield in the cbrrch, the school, and tile home, where 
our citizens are rnaUc and moldeu by women? 

· ··:\Irs. HoRACE BRdbK, 
" l\Irs. J. GARDNER CASSATT, 

"I'c11nsylvania Association 0ZJ[JOscd to 1Voman Suffrage," 

SUFFRAGISTS AGAIN ASSAIL PROMIXE~T PUBLIC ME~. 

[From the Woman's Protest, November, 1!)14.] 
"That suffragists sacrifice courtesy and self-re pect to gain 

notoriety is no nP.w thin~. A strikin~ case of snch disregard of 
tbem:-;ph·cs and their obligntions to others was sbowu by a dele
gation of • uffragists who called recently on Mnyor 131ankenburg, 
of Philadelphia. 

·• "\Ve CJ.llnte nn extract from a statement on tile subject issued 
by 1\Irs. George P. White, printe<.l in tile 13u1letin on Novem
ber 7: 

'' '1\l:lyor Rlnnkenhnrg is the fourth prominent public official 
to he immlted by representntiYC Fnffrngi!'>ts after extending them 
cYery vossil>le courte y. President Taft was hissed by snffra
~ists severnl years ngo after a public address as their guest, the 
nrst time in history that a PreRident of the United St..'ltes bad 
LH~eu ~o insulted. The suffragists refused to shnke llands and 
"turned up their noses," by ull reports. at their interview with 
Pre. iclrnt Wilson last spring, and, nccording to his own word, 
F;ubjeC'ted biro ·to an undignified cross-examination and "de
mnudNl action." On ~lay 2 ~lnyor :\fitchel, of New York, was 
insulted and ridiculed and characterized in a ·speech as "poor 
JJoy" at n suffrage meeting. where he- was an invited guest, 
l>ecnuse he would not approye of feminism. 

·• '.And ttow M::tyor Blankenburg, n man whose administra
tion bas gnined the respect nnd aumirntion of e>ery man and 
womnn in Pennsylvania for its high ideals of public ser>ice, is 
attacked in his own reception room by a bevy of suffragists, who ~ 
level nt him the charge of plnying party politics and withhold
ing money from the hungry and the unemployed. 

'' 'Mnror Blankenburg calls the attack " offensive and insult
ing," and says that the suffragists have burt their cause.'" 

SUFFRAGISTS A!\"'D THE LTQUOR INTERESTS. 

[From the Woman's Protest. November, Hl14.] 
"In the October issue of the Woman's Voice, official organ 

of the Montana Womnn's CbriF~tinn Temperance Union, we find 
this stntement by the pre~ident of the association: 

"'Our Woman's Cbristhm Tempernnce Union had no di>ision 
in the suffrage parade during fnir "eel;:. Our committee was 
arranging for floats, banners, etc .. nccording to invitation given. 
when our chnirm:m wns informed that some suffragists thought 
it better not to ban,, the Womnn's Christian Temperance Union 
in the parade as a body. It is lnughable to have the suffragists 
so considern te of the views of the liquor ~en tba t they fear to 
antagonize them by allowing a temperance banner in their 
parade. But such is their poli~y. Ro the oldest suffrage organi· 
zntion in the State--the Womnn's Christian Temperance Union, 
18 3-1914-wilicil is proud of its white ribbons, was not repre-. 
sented in the parade.' " 

NOTES A~D COMME~TS. 

[From the Woman's Prate t, November, 1914.] 
" In Dayton, Ohio, a negro woman saw a friend in the parade. 

'What's Mis' Johnson doin' there,' she queried. 'Her man is 
good to her.' 

"At tile annual con>cntion of the Vermont State Suffrage 
Association, at Burlington, E. P. Jose. of Johnson, Progressive 
lender in the House in 1912, told the Suffrtlgists that tiley were 
farther from the bn llot to-day than 10 yE:ars ngo. ( Doston 
'Transcript.) 

" In tlw pretty complete rout and Ila >o.:: of the snffmgi ts 
in the Western States they ba>e two small victories to celebrate 
at the big meetings they ha>e planned for tile celebration of 
seYen >ictories in seven States. The National Woman Suffrage 
Association has worl;:ed hard to . ecure the reelection of Senator 
SMOOT, the l\lormon representative from Vtail, and Ilas suc
ceeded. The Mormon Churcll has always stood for snffrnge, 
anu llas been in large part responsll>le for the spread of suffrage 
in t;he West .. Kerada and :\fontana ba>e muny :Mormons anwng 
the1r populatiOn. Another victory which the snffrngi~ts can 
c<'leorate ls tlw big defeat of vrohibltion m California. (Th:;! 
Woman Citizen.)" 

[From a circular lettee addre;:;sed to the Members of the Senate and 
House of llepresentatives of the United States of America by M1·s. 
Horace Brock. honorary president State Fede1·ation of Pennsylvania 
Women, president Pennsylvania Association Opposed to Woman Suf· 
frage.] 

" Do ron believe a policy not yet pro>ed a success in the most 
fa Yorable en>ironment in our sparsely settle<l Western States, 
where the full number of women enfrancllised in 11 States is 
15,000 fewer than the women over 21 in the single State of 
Pennsyl>nnin, should L>e heedlessly undertaken on a national 
scale in spite of tbe proteRt at the polls of such States a. Michi
gan, \ri cousin, Oilio, :Missouri, Nebraska, North and South 
Dakota, nnd withont examination of the results of woman suf
frage and without the consent of the majority of women? 

HIOII COST OF SUFFRAGFJ GO\ERNME~T. 

"Altilough tile stanchest advocates of suffrage admit that 
'votes for women' increases taxation and the high co.'t of gov
ernment. do you know, gentlemen, tbn t the last census report, 
issued Jnne 20, JD14 (p. 43), shows that Wyoming, where 
women have vot d 45 yea\'S, requires a higher vercentage of the 
popnlation in the 11ublic service than any other State in the 
Union-a higher l)ercentage c>en than the Dish·ict of Columbia? 

"AI. o, do you realize that the census shows Nebraska, • ~ortll 
ancl South Dakota. Missouri, and Ohio, all of which Stntes hnve 
recently defeated '>otes for women,' require les · thnn one-half 
the 11ercentage of 11u1Jlic sen·m1ts engage<l in Wyoming, Colorado, 
Idnllo, aud Utah, where women have Yoted 45, 21, and 18 years, 
reRpectively? 

":\Ioreover, tilough Colorado bas de...-eloped perhaps tile weak
est State government, it has the highest vcr capita tax ht the 
Union. 

"Tilis may seem nt first sight to indicate that more opportu
nities would exist for women to be engnged as pul>lic servants 
where they vote. Howe>er, the census report shows the oppo
site to l>e the fact. 

"These five male-snffrnge States, for in tance, ihougll they 
use less than half the percentage of public c>rvant::; employed 
in tbe four old suffrage States-the only suffrage States at the 
time of the enumeration-engage a higher proportion of women 
to men in the public sen·ice. Thns is another antisuffrage argu
ment borne out by Government statistics showing that entrauee 
into politics decreases the proportion of "omen who as non
pnrtisnns can command appointments to high public plnce:; 
through merit anu social senice. With '>otes for women' 
more jobs are created and demanded-but more men than women 
get them-becam'1e the men cnn control politics more easily than 
public opinion; whereas it is recognized that the women ,,vithout 
political affiliations are better public servants. In other worus, 
'voman suffrnge increases not only election expense a n<l ex
l1enses incident to emotional and experjmentul legislation but 
the office holding-and yet positively decreases the proportion 
of women to men in the public service. 

IN TilE NAME OF OEMOCnACY. 

" Suffragists ask you to disregard both experience and mlm
bers to enact this radical legislation affecting over 24,000,000 
women on the grounds of 'fundamental democracy.' Gentlemen. 
we accept that ground without any reservation, and we nsk you 
in the .name of democracy founded on the expressed will of the 
majority, whether the 11roposed amendment to the Constitution 
of the United State . desired. at the utmost estimnte, lJy less 
than one-fifth of our women, is democratic? Is it fundamental 
democracy, for instance, to make the Legi ·lature of Wyoming. 
representing but 2 ,840 women, absolutely • equal' to the Legis
lature of New York in decicling the perpetual political status of 
New York's 2,757,521 "omen o>er 21? 

WHERE WOliiANJS WORK IS. 

''Not only do the census figures proYe tile re,·erse, but 
thoughtful social students must admit that it is false that 
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'woman's work went out of the home with the weaving nnd the 
spinning.' .1 rot only are 45 per cent of the gainfully occupied 
-v;·omen employed in the home itself, but it is the normal 
woman's hope of happiness to possess a home. The woman in 
indnstr:v has no illusions about the so-called 'freedom' of eco
nomic {nclependence. The tyn·nny of the time clock, the tense, 
nervous strain of industrial 'speeding,' the monotonous manipu
lation of machines is the real 'slavery' for women-and 'free
dom' is represented not by the vote or further industrial com
petition but by the fireside, husband, home, children, happiness. 

" "'omen are not ' going ont of the home ' more and more. 
Instend, a letter from the Director of the Census states that the 
ratio of mtlrrin~e is increasing, and the testimony of heads of 
ir..uustrial establisbmPnts is that it is not unusual nowadays to 
Io. f' a half or a third of their feminine employees by marriage. 

"The assumption that man has attained a more dignified or 
'superior' po ition in bnman society than woman is based. on 
the uffrnge sophistry that it is better to be a man than a 
woman-a common claim. 

" 1'lleir real qnarrel is not with men, with women, nor with 
Government, bnt with the nature tllat made them women instead. 
of men. Lacking the attributes of the masculine nature which 
they uc1mire, they seek some measure of identity with men by 
legi~lntion. This is the fnndnmentnl fact at the bottom of the 
snffmge agitntion-1he fullncy thnt mnn's position is superior 
to woman's. Tbis is the belief shared alike by feminists ancl 
snffrngists, that men, especially voters, are their superiors; 
that the relationship uetween men and women is. that of master 
and servant, tyrant and sla>e. 

" The ' womnn in the home ' is not a ' slave,' or fewer women 
in industry wou!(1 seek the freedom of the firesi<le. Nor is she 
a drone, as sometimes alleged. Though the spinning and weav
ill~ have indeed left, education and sanitation have increased. 
tbe duties of home management, just as modern business men, 
though they have long discarded the quill antl the manuscript 
letter and taken a<l>antage of typewriting, multigraphing, nntl 
printing, unknown to their grnn!lfatbers, are not less but more 
buRy in the management of larger interests requiring more re
sponsibility. 

" So, too, though the home-mnking woman bas been freed 
from the labors of her grandmother to a certain extant, modern 
society hns required other duties and greater responsibilities, 
and the complexities of modern civilization demand all the more 
ability an<l care in the home training of the child, our greatest 
social problem. Women can not turn their children over to in
stllutions, as sometimes advocated, and then go ont and work 
for wnges alongsi<le their husbands, and they would not if 
they could. Tile mothers' pension nets were created exactly to 
remedy the necessity for such sacrifice of the child's l'ight to a 
home. 

"You will be tolu that 1.800,000 club women in the United 
States indorse womnn sutrrnge. The fact thnt, even if true, 
this would menu le!'s than 10 per cent of the 20,000.000 women 
who are neither suffrn~ists nor cnfranchi ·e<l is sig-nificantly off
set, however, by considering that the Pennsylvania Association 
Opposed. to Woman Suffrage is an affiliated member of the 
State Federntlon of Pennsylvania Women and thnt I am hon
ornry president of the federation and president of the anti
suiTrngLts, which would not be, of cour ·e, if our club women, 
as a body, had indor ed 'votes for women.' 

ALL THERE IS TO WO:\IAN SUFFRAGE. 

"In a recent article Dr. Shaw, president of the suffragists, 
snys: 

"'The reason men are enfranchise(1 is that, ns citizens, they 
have n stake in the Government. The reason women slloulll 
be enfnnchised is because, n citizens, they have a stake in the 
Gov rnment. That is all tbere is to this question of woman 
suffrnge.' 

* * • • • • 
"The truth, thougl1, is that both men nnd women have the 

same stake in the Government-and that stake is the family and 
the home. And tllat tlleir common . take should be adequately 
rerm:>Hcnted in Government nn(l society it is neces ary that they 
rei>reKent it together, accor<ling to their complimental but differ
ent characteristics, he defen<ling it on tlle fie1d of battle an<l in 
politics, which is mouified warfare; sbe preserving it as the 
refuge of pleasure and peace and repre enting it in places where 
the ideals and inspirations associated with wife and mother 
need 11ot be counted to be consi<lered and respected. 

"lt'urther, Dr. Show contends: 
"'If men would dive ·t themselves for one moment of the 

thou1!bt that women are related to them and other men * * * 
I doubt very much whether any man fundamentally sound and 1 

logical "' • * could ever again utter a democratic principle 
withont recognizing its application to tlle womanhood of the 
Nation.' 

"This is faultless logic-with which every antisuffragist will 
agree-' lf men would only dh·est tbemselyes of the thought 
that women are related to them' * * * of course they 
would be suffragists. 

"That is the whole trouble with woman suffrage-that nfter 
nearly 70 years of ceaseless agitation it has connnced neither 
the majority of men nor women that they are not rel:ltives! 
·when the feminists convince you, gentlemen, that your wives, 
<laughters, mothers, and sisters are not relatives, but mere 
'human beings,' belonging to a 'slave sex,' yon have somebow 
'subjugated' loving, defending, and protccUng in every wny you 
can imagine-you must logically embrace their theory. 

"Until then the women who are related to yourselves nnd to 
the men by whom you were elected-the women who are rwoud 
of their womanhood and their relationship to men; the women 
who do not seek suffrage and some sort of Bex neutrality ns 
mere 'human beings,' unrelated to everything bnt their own in
dividuality-ask you to vote ngainst .the Bristow-"lou<lc~l and 
Shafroth-Pnlmer amendments to enfranchise women. 

SOFFRAOISTS WO~'T REPRESE~T WOME~. 

"As suffragists do not represent the will of women now, nnd 
beg you to ignore the will of women altogether in deciding this 
vital issue, as. suffragists as a class represent the desire of 
some women to identify themselves as mnch as possihle with 
man's methods and to usc man's tools. neither would. they fitly 
represent the will of women in politics. · 

"And to enfranchise women wonld merely start a corrupting 
force for all heeclles women nn<l crente a bur<len on good 
women. We would all be forced. to neglect the woman's work 
we want to continue, which is so vital to the Nation and the 
race, and take up man's weapons--chosen by suffragists and 
placed in our hands ngninst our wills-to keep them from mis
representing us further in politics. This is what we men.n, gen
tlemen, by the 'burden of the ballot,' which is no mere play 
on wor<ls, but a monnce to mlllion..<; of earnest, thoughtful 
women, who belieYe they can serve the State better in their 
natural spllere than by imitating men. 

TIIE FnEEDOlt OF THE FRA~CIIISE. 

trif it is positively necessary for a few women to have the 
'freedom of the franchise' to be happy, there are 11 States 
where this 'freedom' is available to every s11ffragist who con
siders it worth tlle cnrfare to the Mi~Rissippi. And these suf
frage States nre baclly in need of women colonists, as with 
twenty times the area of Penm~ylvania they have fewer women
and suffrnge States average only 100 women to 14G men, while 
male suffrage States average 100 women to lOG men (p. 107, 
Abstract 13th U. S. Census). 

"Therefore suffragists really owe it to their sisters in suf
frage States and to their own principles to go help them count 
aguinst 'man-made' laws and male majorities where women 
vote. Thousands of women have sou~ht the 'freedom' of the 
great West for different purposes-some to get divorces at 
Reno or fresh air on Pike's Peak-but we have yet to henr of 
one solitary suffragist who has made the journey to acquire 
for herself the 'freedom of the franchise.' Candidly, gentle
men, have you? 

"If we must refuse to consider the results of women suffrage 
nnd the number of women who want suffrage and force it on 
the majority through manipulation of constitutional machinery, 
we are nsked to blindly follow the most prel)osterons proilOF~ition 
nny nation was ever require(] to cousicler. At n time when the 
most expert statesmanship and the most cxverlenced men nre 
required to safeguard our national destiny; n t a time when 
our whole :veople are vividly aware of the grim and terrible 
relationship between the ballot and the bullet, and considering 
military measures for the defense of our integrity, yon are 
osked, gentlemen, to plunge our whole aflnlt population into 
politics that may mean war-not alone wnr such ns wngecl on 
the battle fields of Europe, but the sex war tlle suffragists llaYe 
threatened· not only a war on the home, which is a sunctunry 
in military'Ol)erations, but war in the home." 

DISTRICT ASSOCIATION OPI'OSED TO WO:I!A."l' SUJ!'FUA.Glll. 

"Officinl recor<ls e:how nn immense contm& between the total 
. possible vote in States where women vote an<l the nctunl vote. 
This article compares the record of six 'suiTrage' States and 
six adjoining 'nonsuffrage' States. 

"The figures indicate either that the imposition of the vote 
upon women has caused a host of men to evnde the responsi
bility of the ballot or that very few women vote in the suffrage 
States. 
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"In either case the problem is serious and additional proof 

of the perils of woman suffrage. -
" Figures showing the surprising weakness of the total vote 

of both males and females in the six suffrage States in the 
presidential election of 1912 and the contrasting high percentage 
of the total yote in six adjoining nonsu.ffrage States:. 

Woman-sutrradlf State-s. 

Call!ornia (population 21 years of age or ovel', 
exclusive of Japanese and Chinese) : 

~Inles----------------~~--------~~~----- 890;794 
Females------------------------------- 665, 450 

Total possible vote-----------...------- 1, 556, 244 
Actual vote for PresidenCY-~------------~-·---------- 673, 527 
Colorado: 

~fa les--------------------------~~------ 269,~11 
Females------------~------------------- 213,340 

Total possible vote ____________ .. ..______ 482-, 551 . _ 
Actual vote----------------"'"----·---------------------- 266, S71 

~yoml~~~---------------------------------- 61,519 
FemaleS------- -------------------~----- 28,426 

Total possible vote ___________ ... ____ ..... 89, 945 
Actual vote------------------------------------------ 42, .296 

~as~~~Y!~~~-------------------------------- 428(825 Females ______________ .. __________ _,.____ 276, 429 

Total possible vote___________________ 705, 254 
Actual vote------------------------------------------ 322, 799 
Idaho: 

~Iales_________________________________ 108,847 
Females-------------------------------- 60,761 

Total possible vote-------------------- 118, 60S-
Actual vote for Presidency----------------------'"'------ 104, 203 
Utah: 

~!ales-~-~--------------~------·------- 101,902 
Females-------------------------------- 85, 648 

Total possible vote _____________ _,______ 187, 550 
Actual vote for Presidency-----------------""'~-----~--- 111, 894 
Total population of men and women 21 years or more of age, 

exclu ive of Japanese and Chinese, in six suffrag-e States, 
and therefore the total possible vote In those States ____ 3, 200, 152 

Total vote actually cast in those six: States for the Prest• 
dency in 1912~------------------- ... ------------ -- 1, 521, '590 

'the per cent. which voted------------------------------ 471 
Nonsuff?·age State•. 

Kansns (then a l1onsuffrn""e State): 
Males 21 years of age or over, exclusive of Jap!lnese 

·and Chinese------------------------------------ 50S,425 
Vo tes cast-------------------... ·--~- ... -------------- 365, 442 

Nebraska: 
Iale votes po sible-------------------------------- 352, 995 

Vote cast---------------- ------------------------- 249,871 
Oregon 1 tbeu a nonsulfrage State) : l\Inle Totes po · ible ________________________ ..._..._,____ 244, 719 

Votes cast..-- -----------------------------·-------- 137, 040 
Nevada: Male votes possible ___ .... ________ .. .__ ... ______ ,____ 38, 443 

Votes cast-:.----------------· -----------------·--·-"" 20, 744 
South DaliOtn. · 

Male Totes possible------------------------------..---- 178, 054 
Votescast------------~--·--------------~---------- 116,325 

Mlssonri: 
Mule votes possible----------------------'--··------ 972, 483 
Votes cast---------------------------------------- 6!J , 562 

~otal men 21 years or o\tel." in 6 norrsutrrage States-------- 2, 295, 119 
Total vo te in the 6 nonsuffrage States for President-------- 1, 587. 98~ 
Percentage of possible vote en t in 6 nonsuffrage States---~ 6!> 

"If 69 per cent of the men yoted in the woman-suffrage Stateg 
ns they did in the nonwoman-suffrage States, an analysis of' the 
figures shows that only 17.8 per cent of the women voters in the 
suffrage States actually voted. 

" Here are the striking facts : In the six woman-suffrage 
States only 47! per cent of the total possible vote was cast. In 
the si~ nonsuffrage States near the suffrage States 69 per cent 
of the total possible .vote was cast, shoWing that woman snf
fra'"'e, according to these statistics, which have been secured 
from the secretaries of state of the various States and from 
the mo t accurate published figures available, tends to decrease 
the actual voting strength rather tban to increase healthy inter
est in politics., 

F"ACTS AS AGAIXST SUFFRAGE F!N'"CY. 

[By Mrs, J. Ale'%. Mahon.]; 
"In her article of Sunday, November 15, Mrs. I<fu Husted 

Harper again accuses the antisuffrngists of being in leagne With. 
the 1 iquor interests, gamblers, etc. Do the late election returns 
show that that is the case? 

" Neva<fa and Montana voted for woman suffrage, the two 
wettest States in the Union. In Nevada there never has been 

oted a • dry ' town or county. The only • dry ' territories ill 

1\!ontana are the Indian reservations which are directly under 
; 10 United Stat~ Government and where no liquor is allowed 
to L sold. 

" North bakobl, that voted against woman suffrage, has 
State-wide prohibition. According to the Anti-Saloon Year Book 
for 1914, 68 per cent of the population of South Dakota live 
und€1' no license laws and 56 per cent in Nebraska. 

OMAHA AGAINST SUFFRAGE. 

"'!'he Omaha World-Herald, November 7, 1914, in an edi:
torial, says: ' Omaha, the seat of the brewing interest where 
the wet . sentim~nt predominates, voted against suffrage by only 
a few hundred majority. Fremont, a wet city, voted strongly 
for it, and a number of dry counties went against it.' Lincoln,. 
a wet city, voted for suffrage by over 700 majority. 

" In Missouri 68 ' dry' counties voted against suffrage while 
only 6 voted for it. 

"In Ohio prohibition was defeated by 87,000, while suffrage 
lost by over 182,000. Speaking of Ohio, 1\fiss Florence E. Allen~ 
in the Woman's Journal of October 24, says: 'Seven hundred 
thousand· women in Ohio want the ballot.' There are in Ohio 
(according to the census report of 1914) 1,398,341 women of. 
voting age; according to Mi s Allen more than half the women 
in the State want the ballot, and yet the vote was so larg~ 
against it, and the sentiment seems to have increased largely 
within the past two years. In 1912 suffrage was defeated by 
87,000; in 1914, by over 182,000. The returns show that many 
of the ' dry ~ counties voted against suffrage. 

" In Aprfl Springfield, TIL, voted on prohibition. Four thou
sand five hundred and seventy-six women \TOted for the saloons, 
and 4,301 against them, a majority of 275 women voters in favor 
of the saloons. In Ingham County, where Lansing, the capital 
of Michigan, is located, and where men cnly hate the suffrage, 
saloons were voted out. 

c• The suffragists have always claimed that the reason why 
none of the woman stlffrage States had been voted 'dry' was 
because. there were so many more men than women in those 
States. Two yea.rs ago· Colorado voted 'wet' by about 40,000: 
this year hjf 10,000 dtr. As the same proportion of nten and 
women still exist, it mu t have been the men and not the 
women Who causerl that State and the other three to join the 
dry column. The women of Colorado can not claim the credit. 
The proportion of women to men in Colol'ndo is much greater 
than in the three other States that voted 'dry.' At any rate, if 
tbey voted '""wet) two years ago and 'dry' now, it was not 
the women's -rote that made the State 'dry,' but the general 
pUblic sentiment which was worked up for prohibition, the same 
as the sentiment for prohibition in Virginia was worked up, 
where men alone vote. 

WOllEN VOTE FOR SALOONg, 

"!n Santa 1\Ionica, Cal., December 2, 1913, at an election "'on 
the liquor question1 the salOons won by nearly three votes to one 
not to sell under restTictions, but it was voted that liquor could 
be sold all night and on Sundays. Santa Monica had 286 more 
women than men over 21 years of age in 1910. 

"In Pasadenar Cal., a 'dry' city for many years- before 
women had the ballot, the sale of liquor was legalized about one 
year aite1· women were given the franchise. Pasadena had, in 
1910, 2,688 more women than men of voting age. 

" !n Colorado Springs, Colo., where the sale of liquor was 
prohibited for many years, women voted a few years ago on 
the question and liquor selling was legalized. Colorado Springs 
had 813 more. females over 21 years of age than males." 

[CUpped from the Macon Daily Telegraph, dated Wednesday, December, 
1914.] 

lN COLORED AMEniCA. 

"In the city of New York exists a Nati6nal Association for 
the Advancement cf the Colored People of' the United States. 
It wus organized in a small way in 1909 and has been steadily 
growing. 

•"' Prof. W. E. B. Du Bois, formerly of Atlanta, editor of the 
Crisra, is prominent in this national association. Reading of · 
this association in the Crisis, it is a matter~ of regret that us· 
method of procedure is not along the lines advocated by Booker 
Washington. Washington is eager for his race to preserve race 
identity, finding a great work to build op pride of race; and for· 
the education ra be along industrial lines. 

" But this national association bas for its purpose advance-
ment along political and social lines. Very prominent in the 
platf"orm is, 'The abolition of all caste distinctions based on 
race or color.' · The as~ociation has its colored lawyers 'to 
secure rights of the colored people, to " win Jim Crow " cases, 
segregation cases, and disfranchisement. c-ases.' 
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11 In the call for a national conference in 1914 for the political 

and social uplift of the negro are many prominent white women 
and white men. This call was signed, first on the list, by Jane 
Addams, Samuel Bowles (Springfield Republican), Dr. John L. 
Elliott of New York, William Lloyd Garrison of Boston, William 
Dean Howells, Florence Kelly, John E. Milholland of New 
York, Dr. Charles H. Parkhurst of New York, Louis F. Post of 
Chicago, Oscar Garri~on VillarQ.. of the New York Evening Post, 
with many others. 

• 
11 The conference, in pursuance of this call, was held in New 

York. It was celebrated by a ·feast, if I understand the Crisis, 
and seated at the table are the negro men in large number, each 
with a white woman by his side as guest, I suppose. It is 
social equality done to the taste of Du Bois, William Lloyd 
Garrison, and Oscar Villard. A large array of whites, men 
and women. mostly women, are looking on approvingly. Under 
the large photograph of this social scene is the device, 'Social 
Life in Colored America '-'A Dinner at the Loendi Club, 
Pittsburgh.' 

"Any one wishing to verify this story is referred to the Crisis, 
August number, 1914. The Crisis also comes out editorially for 
equal suffrage. 
· " This question of woman's suffrage will come up very soon 

to be voted on in Congress. The Crisis of August, setting forth 
' Social Life in Colored America,' should interest those southern 
Congressmen disposed to woman's suffrage and adding 2,000,000 
negro women as voters. 

"One queer thing about the photograph, negro men and white 
women intermingling on terms of social equality, is that the 
negro men have not negro women as partners, bat white women, 
thus repudiating pride of race and refusing to preserve race 
identity. -

" When we place the suffrage of negro women under Govern
ment enforcement it will be idle to imagine we can invoke State 
laws to nullify it. We have been duly warned that it will not 
be permitted-that the same Federal decree providing nation
wide woman suffrage will revivify the dead letter of the fif
teenth amendment, which means that both negro men and negro 
women will vote en masse under Federal permission and pro
tection. The women suffragists of the North have proclaimed 
such to be their purpose, and it has been announced on the floor 
of Congress. 

"Now, when the fifteenth amendment has been revitalized 
and the ballot conferred on 2,000,000 negro women in addition, 
what will our farmers' wives and daughters have to face? 
There will be political night meetings of negro men and negro 
women. These will arouse a spirit of trouble and demoraliza
tion. These night meetings will breed discord, and result in 
that white women's problem that drove farmers to town and 
reduced us to the tenancy system. Under our white primary 
system negroes quit politics and the country life became safer. 
Farmers returned to the farm. Shall we invite the old condi
tions when the farmer's wife and daughter dared not travel the 
public highway without escort? When they were, indeed, pris
oners within their own homes. Of these things the women's 
committees that plague Congress know nothing and care less. 
But Southern Congres....<mien know, and should protect our women 
on the farms, without· police protection, from the return of 
those days when the farmer's wife sat in her home with fear 
and trembling-her vine and fig tree being but the crouching 
place of the brute ready to pounce upon her and take advantage 
of her helplessness. 

" I make earnest appeal to our club women, now our leisure 
class, and to the women absorbed with a special 'hobby,' who 
are aiding the national association, to halt and tur:q quickly 
to the rescue of their sisters whose lots are cast on the farms 
without police protection. In days gone by, when negro night 
meetings were in full blast, thousands of our farmers' wives 
died the slow death of nervous prostration. They lived in 
dread. They knew not the awful hour when the struggle would 
come. The man, their shield and protection, could not always 
be near. Those days lasted for 30 years. 

"Revive the causes, the night meetings with negro women, 
newly enfranchised, added, and the peril again to our white 
women on the farm. Back to town would be the resultant
farms left to negro tenants. 

''Our very peace, our social order, depends upon no return of 
those fearful days to our women. These flippant city girls, 
singing airily 'Votes for women,' know not the disasters they 
invite by this reckless movement. 
. " 0~, the white woman's problem! What is it? Go ask the 

farmer's wife. She has no police protection. Of recent years 
she has lived in comparative safety, been able to go out into the 
sunshine and breathe the bracing air with some degree of free
dom. But the success of this woman's movement of the Na-

tion.al _ Suffrag~ .A~sociation, with all that it inYol1es, will deny 
agam the public highway to the farmer's wife, and force her and 
her daughters again to be prisoners within their own homes." 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves his time, and the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR] is recognized for one 
hour. _ 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. :Mr. Speaker, because of the fact 
~at the good women of the United States have no representa
tion on the floor of this House-which they will have in the 
near future-! on their behalf congratulate this House, and 
thank the Committee on the Judiciary and the Committee on · 
Rules for bringing in this resolution. I am supremely proud to 
be a Member . of this House at this time, and I feel highly 
honored by bemg allowed to open the debate in favor of this 
resolution, because it is the first time in the history of this 
Government that this question has been presented for a Yote 
on the floor of the House of Representatives. The considera
tion of this resolution marks therefore an epoch in the ad
vancement of civilization, and I feel that the cause of good 
government everywhere is to be congratulated because this 
House has taken up this question. This is a question of 
whether we will submit this subject to the people of this coun
try as a national matter. It makes very little difference what 
our vote may be here to-day. The fact is that this is the be
ginning of the end of the opposition to woman suffrage through
out this country. I am sorry to see some of the gentlemen on 
the floor of this House attempting to make political capit<'ll or 
to mak-e this a party or political question. It is not in nny 
sense a political question. 

Let me call the attention. of my good Republican friends to 
the fact that during all the many years and years that they 
had control of this House no resolution of this kind was ever 
brought up for consideration. The national Republican Party 
has never indorsed equal suffrage. The judiciary committee 
of that party has never in 40 years reported to this House a 
resolution of this kind, so that it comes with ill-grace for either 
party to point its finger at the other. I have had an equal
suffrage constitutional amendment resolution pending before 
committees for the past six years, and the good women have 
been appea~ing to that committee for nearly 40 years, but no 
committee ever reported out this resolution. 

No matter which side has a majority of the votes to-day, the 
fact is that the resolution is here, brought in by u Democratic 
committee, and it is before the American people, and we as 
their representatives must go on record on this great moral 
reform. 

I am not going to discuss equal suffrage to-day. I have 
spoken at length on this subject before. As a matter of fact, 
we Representatives who come from the States where they have 
equal suffrage know what we are talking about. We talk from 
knowledge. Every man who will make a speech against this 
bill to-day comes from a State where they have not tried it, 
and has never lived 30 days in a State which has equal suf
frage, so he -will speak from prejudice and misinformation. 

Mr. SUMNERS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield for a brief question only. 
Mr. SUMNERS. Do you not believe it was better for the 

people of Colorado that you determined that question in your 
own State, rather than wait for the Federal Government to 
determine it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No, sir; I believe the general 
welfare of the entire Republic is superior to the wish or whim 
of any State in this Union. We settled that question in this 
country many years ago. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
one· question? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes. 
Mr. GOULDEN. What proportion of the women in the .State 

of Colorado take advantage of the ballot? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Just as large a p1·oportion of 

women vote in the State of Colorado as men, and they vote 
fully as intelligently. 

The present world movement for the enfranchisement of 
women shows that under the influence of advanced civilization 
the nations of the earth are becoming ready for universal 
suffrage and the conception of society which it implies. Femi
nism is a world movement. It is a part of the eternal forward 
march of the human race toward a genuine democracy. The 
who1e history of the development of civilization is merely the 
story of broadening the channel of human liberty and oppor
tunity. All over the world woman is doing and thinking more 
effectively than ever before. 

The women of this Nation have little by little been taking 
more interest in public affairs, been reading more and becoming 
more intelligent ~nd better posted, and each day is assisting a 

( 

I r 
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Irttle more ·than the- day before' in solving the great problems 
tliat: are fo-day affecting the world. To say that she· is going 
to take a backward step is to brand one's self as an imbecile~ 
· r look upon the recognition of women as citizens- as: being an 

aet of simple justice; and. I can not appreciate either the- logic, 
common sense, or honesty of refusing_ to grant an act of simple 
justice to women merely because they are women. The present 
civilization will not much longer- permit the physically stronger 
half of the human race to ignore the plain rights of the physi
ca11y weaker half. The reasons why women should vote are 
the same as why men should vote, the same as the reasons for 
having a republic rather- than a monarchy. 

The natural right of a woman to vote is just as clear as that 
of a man and rests upon ~actly the same ground. The woman's 
rights mor-ement is a feminist evolution. Women should vote 
because they are women. To have a voice in choosing those 
by whom one is governed is a means of self-protection due to 
everyone. Democracy is nof a matter of sex any more than 
it is a rna tter of race. The disfranchisement of women is a 
brutal usurpation of power, a relic of primitive barbarity when 
might made right, which has become unworthy of a chivalrous 
modern manhood. 

In future years we will Took back and marvel at the supl"eme 
effrontery of the mare population arrogatfng to themselves all 
the wisdom, honesty, and patriotism for so many generations 
after generations. Posterity will be amazed when it reads the 
history of the many centuries that women were disfranchl~ 

The enfranchi ement of women is a consti~uctive measme. It 
is the next logical step in the political evolution ot this country: 
No opportunity should ever in our country be closed to any 
human being who has the capacity to work therein. It is a dis
grace to this country and to this enlightened century to longer 
disfranchise the patriotic and intelligent womanhood of this 
Republic. There never was a time in ·the history of the world 
when the mass of women was so intelligent, so right lhihg, and 
p1;.blic spirited. Anna Shaw, Jane Addams, and 1\Irs. Harriet 
Taylor Upton, and thousands' of other noble women, who have 
for nearly a lifetime been working in this splendid fight for 
womanhood and humanity, are entitled to the encouragement 
of our commendation and active support I glory in the fact 
that they haYe enough zeal and patriotism to trample under 
foot the sneers of some of the members of both sexes and to 
carry on their magnificent work to victory. The world has 
nc.ver enfranchised as patriotic a chiss- of people as the Amer
ican women are to-day. Patriotism is not confined to the· male 
sex. Let us be big enough, broad·-minded enough, humane 
enough, and honest enough to treat the women of our country 
as fairly as they are being- treated in China. Let us he men 
enough to give the women a square denL Let us show to the 
world that we beUe:ve in the Declaration of Independence. Let 
us evolve our male oligarchy into a twentieth-century democ
racy. 

Ordinarily the light comes from the East, but in the matter 
of the enfranchisement of the best half of humanity,. I am 
proud to say, the light is coming from the West Eastward. the 
woman's star of empire takes its way. 

There is no more possibility of· the right of equal suffrage 
being taken finm the women of any State that has tried it 
than there is of returning to negro slavery in this country. One 
is just exactly as likely as the otheL The human race is not 
gojng backward. · 

The highest requisites- for voting are intelligence and moral
ity, and our women have more of both of these qualities than the 
men have. 

Throughout the civilized world wherever women have been 
given the right to Yote they will continue to vote. 

THE WOMAN'S MOTTO IS "ONWARD." 

The women of the world will C'ontinue to advance. The man 
or woman who tries to stop them will be justly relegated to 
obliYion. You politicians had better remember those three 
statements, because you will have occasion to reflect upon them. 
'l'bis .is an. age of indiYidual liberty, and the male sex is not 
humanity, but only half of it. 
· There will be no backward movement in the fight for equal 

cloohts. Not one foot of ground that has been gained will ever 
be surrendered. And the people who try to make a little tem
porary notoriety by an attack on the sex are doomed in the end 
to di appointment, defeat, and ignominious humiliation. The 
continued disfranchisement of women is a relic of antiquity 
that belongs to other days. Purblind politicians and people who 
cling to prejudice in spite of facts as plain as the noonday 
sun may keep on fi oohting and misrepresenting the good women 
ot the suffrage Sta tes, but they are becoming ludicrous relics of 
the age of feudalism. _ 

In every civilized country on the-globe the women are fighting 
for their rights. They are gradually winning everywhere. The 
day is soon coming when they will take the· place belonging to 
them-squarely beside the men in the settlement of all public 
matters. It is- a great moral reform. 

There will never be any surrender of any of the rights she 
has secured. There Will be no retreat sounded. Their slogan is 
" forward, march." And tlle whele world will rejoice and be 
benefited when they achieve their ultimate victory. 

Just as sure as the night follows the day this enlightened 
Republic will extend the right of franchise to women in the 
very near future, for three basie reasons, namely: First, because 
it is absolutery right; second, because wherever tried it has 
proved a& unqualified success, and third, because it is not only 
expedient but the industrial, political, and social conditions of 
this country are rapidly making it unperatively necessary for 
the presenaton of humanity. 

It has been adopted throughout the West; it will be in the 
North within 6 years; in the East within 10 years; and lastly· 
in the South withln 15 years. 

:And Iet me say to you, my genial friends from the sunny 
Southland, whether you like it or not, you will have equal 
suffrage in your States within the next 10 or 15 years. and your 
innate gallantry will be such that you will look back and be 
ashamed of yourselves for having opposed this humane measure 
for so many yearK I believe you will then be ashamed to read 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January 12, 1915. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserv~ the b:llance of my time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves 53 minutes. The

gentleman from· Wyoming [Mr. MoNDELL] is recognized for one 
hour. 

Mr . .MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, as the Representative of the 
people of the American Commonwealth which was the pioneer 
in the modern ma-vement for equal suffrage, whose women ha-v-e
been voting for two generations, this occasion is to me onp of 
peculiar interest and satisfaction. Like the shot fired at Lex
ington~ the act of the Wyoming Legislature 45 years ago, amid 
the snows of a little mountain town on the crest of the conti
nent, has echoed around the world. Since then; and largely as
a result of the causes then set in motion, the idea of equal 
suffrage has spread widely over the earth. In our own land 21 
States have granted their women partial suffrage. in 11 Stutes: 
and 1 Territory women now enjoy full suffrage rights, and more 
States are on the way. In due and logical course of events we 
are now to pass upon the question of giving the American people 
an opportunity to determine whether the rule of equal suffrage 
shall become the law of the Nation. 

There is some difference of opinion as to the character of the 
duty that devolves upon a Member of the House in voting upon 
the submission of a proposed amendment to the Constitution. 
One view is that we are not justified in voting to submit an 
amendment unless and until we are convinced that the amend
ment proposed, if made part of the organic law, will beyond all 
question advance the general welfare. Applying that view to 
the question now before us it becomes our duty to seek And 
consider the facts and th~ evidence on which we may safely 
rely and wisely judge. When facts established by experience 
are available no wise man will take counsel of his fears und 
misgivings, fo~ew the promptings of ancient prejudice, or rely 
upon theory and speculation. In such a case he will, if he act 
wisely, seek the testimony of those who speak with confidence 
from knowledge and will enlighten his understanding with the 
lamp of human experience. 

If the unanimous testimony of experience and the convincing 
Jogic of successful demonstration is to be our guide, there can 
be but one opinion as to the benefits to government and society 
through the granting of the franchise to women. From every· 
American State, from every foreign people that have invited 
their women to participate in government. through the medium 
of the ballot, the testimony is all but unanimous, emphatic. and 
enthusiastic of the benefits and impror-ements to government 
and society which have· followed and attended this extensior• of 
the franchise. 

Go where you will in the lands of universal suffrage-among 
the free and hardy Norsemen; in the· pioneer- States of this 
Union; in the advanced and progressive Commonwealth of 
Australia; and you will find but one opini()n, and that en thusi
astically favorable. The new and feeble notes of disapproval 
in any or all of these regions aTe of lesser vo1ume and con
sequence than those-whieh voice the opposition to any one among 
our most cherished and firmly founded institutions. Civilized 
society under free government bas for generations been advanc
ing steadily toward the practical application of the great truth 
penned by Jefferson, that all governments derive their just 
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powers from tbe consent .of the governed, by granting participa
tion in government to all citizens wbo are subject· to the tax 
burdens of government, and who must render obedience to and 
seek protection under the law . . The only limitations in this 
advancing movement of enfranchisement, save the one of sex, 
have been directed to the exclusion of convicted criminals, the 
mentally deranged and incompetent, the grossly ignorant. We 
now eek to disassociate from these categories of crime and mis
fortune the daughters, the wives, and · the mothers of men. 

Not all extensions of the franchise have been granted wholly 
as a matter of right, but largely in recognition of the prin
ciple that the aims of good government are best accom-. 
plished through the participation in government of all law
abiding citizens; that no one class is fully competent to govern 
other classes wisely or justly. . . 
. We seek to invite into .Participation in the duties of govern

ment the most virtuous and law-abiding half of mankind. We 
seek to enfranchise. those who, by reason of the nature of their 
duties and responsibilities, in the care and nurture of innocent 
and defen eless childhood and youth, have the keenest, liveliest, 
and most compelling interest in the maintenance of good gov
ernment. 

Tbe stupid and threadbare argument that the exercise of the 
electi...-e franchise will have an unfavorable effect upon the char
acter of women, expose them to undesirable contact, destroy 
the finer fiber of the sex, and put in jeopardy their natural 
chnrin has been utterly refute·d by the experience of every State 
and nation which has enfranchised its women. If political 
methods anywhere are brutalizing and contaminating, they 
o_ught to be remedied in the interest of all the people; and the 
most effective remedy is to be found in the enfranchisement of 
woruen . . [Applau e.] 

If there are women anywhere so enslaved of drudgery, so 
engrossed in frivolity that they have neither the time nor the 
inclination for the brief duty of casting a ballot, enfranchise
ment will afford a blessed occasional respite for the one and a 
new aml higher occupation and inspiration for the other. If 
some fortunate women are so happily content under present 
conditions that they do not desire the ballot, that fact does not 
constitute an argument against allowing those women to vote 
who desire so to do. The experience of every suffrage State is 
that practically all women, when granted the franchise, value 
and exercise the privilege. 

Twenty-four years of political experience, eighteen as the 
only representative of tb_e people of a suffrage State on the 
floor of this House, qualifies me, I believe, to speak understand
ingly of the effects of woman suffrage. We have not solved all 
the problems of government in Wyoming. We do not claim to 
have become perfect in legislation or administration, but our 
experience bas at least demonstrated beyond controversy bow 
utterly without founda_tion are each and all of the stock argu
ments ngainst the exercise of the elective franchise by women. 

We nre, and have been, of the frontier, and some of our com
munitbs and people have been considered by the hypercritical 
to be a little rough and ready-almost wild and woolly-but in 
that 45 years no woman, to my knowledge, bas ever been 
annoyed or insulted or received any but the most courteous 
treatment in the discharge of her political duties. [Applause.] If 
there have ever been any family disagreements over politics, they 
have never reached the public ear. If any woman has neglected 
her family, Dame Gossip has not reported it. In grace and 
charm, ill devotion to duty, no women on earth excel those of 
that Commonwealth where for two generations women have 
voted regularly . 
. During this period the women of Wyoming have quietly and 
modestly exercised a constant, helpful, and beneficial influence 
on legislation and administration. After 45 years of experience 
there is no division of opinion on this question among us. Our 
people would as soon think of surrendering their charter of 
statehood as of depriving their women of the ballot. · 

We are told in high and influential quarters that this is a 
que .. tion for the States and not for the Nation. That seems to 
be the favorite pretext just now for the sidetracking of great 
questions. The Nation has seen fit to prohibit discrimination on 
account of race, color, or previous con·dition of servitude. The 
Nation may with equal or greate-r propriety prohibit discrimina
tion on account of sex. It has been said that the charter of 
the black man's rights was shot into the Constitution. Be that 
as it may, TI"e seek to give the people of the States an oppor
tunity, in a peaceful and orderly way, to w~·ite in~o 1;he Con
stitution the charter of woman's rights. In so doing we are 
following constitution~! precedent, and, ex.cept as a ~utter . of 
personal opinion or preference. no one is justified in saying that 
the que ·tion is one for individual action in the -States rather 
than for concerted action by the States. · 

A reasonable uniformity throughout the Nation of qualifica
tions for suffrage is not only desirable but, as affecting large 
bodies or classes of citizens, it is highly important. Approxi
mately 4,000,000 full-fledged women voters would lose their 
political rights if they moved from their present abode into 
other parts o:t the Union. The .number of voters so situated is 
constantly increasing, and each one -of them constitutes a con
vincing reason for remedying this anomalous condition by con
stitutional amendment. 

No proposition of amendment to the Constitution in half a 
century has been so long, _ so earnestly, so widely, and so per
sistently urged as this. With some temporary setbacks, the 
suffrage movement bas been steadily gaining in campaigns 
~ithin the States and in winning the support of the thoughtful 
intelligent })eople of all parts of the Nation. The question i~ 
nonpartisan, nonpolitical. The movement is widespread and 
steadily advancing. Its ultimate triumph is as certain as the 
swing of the tides, as inevitable, if mankind is to advance, as 
the triumph of truth. 

I am not one of those who adhere to the theory that our last 
doubt as to the wisdom of a proposed amendment must be re
solved before we vote to give the American people an oppor
tunity, in a constitutional way, to pass upon it. In my opinion 
it is. our duty to give the benefit of the doubt to a general, long: 
contmued, earnest, and persistent demand and appeal for an 
opportunity to test the sentiment of the Nation on a question 
of large an~ growing importance. 
Fro~ .whatever angle we view the matter, it is our duty, in 

my opmwn, to vote for the pending resolution. If anyone re
mains unconvinced by the manifestly satisfactory experience 
and uniformly favorable testimony of the people of the ~tates 
and countries where woman suffrage has been tried such doubts 
as may remain should be resolved in favor of th~ very wide
spread and active public sentiment which favors the subrni slon 
of this question to the test of ndoption fixed by the Constitution. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CuLLoP]. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, at the proper time I shall offer 
the following amendment to the resolution: 

Strike out of line 4 the word " legislatures" and insert the word 
" conventions," and at the end of line 6 and the beginning of line 7 
strike out the word "legislatures" and insert the word "conventions." 

The purpose of this amendment is that when the people yote, 
if they are permitted to, on this question at the election, they 
shall have no other issue presented except this one. It will free 
the matter of all complications. 

I ask to have the amendment pending, so that when we come 
to the proper time it may be proposed. I shall offer it so that 
the question when submitted shall be free from all complica
tions and no other question shall be involved, so that the voter 
can express his sentiments on this proposition alone. 

If it is submitted at an election where members of the legis
latures are elected, other issues will become involved and the 
people will be interested in them and therefore will 'not have 
the opportunity to get the fair expression of the people on this 
subject for that reason. The legislature elected to act on this 
question will, naturally enough, have other questions before it 
for action, which more than likely will have influences in the 
way this question is disposed of, and affect the result. 

If this question is submitted to elections in the several States 
as the question to be settled at such elections as proposed by this 
amendment, then the naked question is presented for determi
nation and none other, and it will therefore elicit in this man
ner the real conviction of the voter, and hence be settled by the 
real expression of the voter uninfluenced by any other question. 

Mr. HENRY. .Mr. Speaker, I yield 25 minutes to the gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. DIEs]. 

Mr. DIE~. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this amendment 
for a great many reasons, some of which I shall not be able to 
discuss for want of time. 

I am opposed to it because I do not want Montana, Utah, and 
Colorado to . have it in their power to cram woman suffrage 
down the throats of the people of Texas. . 

I am opposed to·it because it would thrust the ballot into the 
hands of mmions of ignorant negro women of the South and 
force unsought political burdens upon millions of home makers 
throughout the land who are at present more profitably em
ployed than in running after · politics. I still adhere to the 
old-fashioned belief tlwt the hand tllat rocks the cradle wields 
a better and a stt·onger influence upon the Nation than the 
hand that writes the ballot. To my mind training voters is 
more important than casting votes. _ · 

A nation that has good mothers to mold tlle bo.rs will ncyer 
want for good men to make the ballots. I wisll to speak against 
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.this amendment on behalf of the _millions of American mothers 
.who are . detained · at home on more important busines·s. No 
doubt . some of these absent mothers are busy extracting splin
ters . fr.om the toes of future Congressmen, hearing the lessons 
of future supreme judges, boxing the ears of future generals, 
buttering bread for future Senators, or soothing with a lullaby 
the injured ·feelings of future Presidents. 

We are told by our suffrage-seeking sisters that in dealing 
with this question we should put chiy-alry aside. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, that is -unthinkable n_nd impo'ssible. Men without 
chi\·alry would be masculine monsters. Such a man would not 
be fit 1 to be the husband of a ward heeler. If men had put 
chiyall·y .aside they would have thrown the WOJI?.en overbo~rd 
when the Titanic went down and helped themselves into the llfe
boats. But, thank God, they yielded to the noble sentiment of 
chh·alry and went, with manllood :tm::J.fraid. to the hottnm of 
·the ocean. But we are told by these fair advocates of woman 
.suffmge that the ballot would give woman more influence. 
Impossible, sii·; impossible. No good moy-ement was ever able 
.to go forward without the aid of womankind, and no bad 
movement was e-ver able to make progress when she threw her 
influence across its path. 

M1·. Speaker, there nerer was a sterner Roman pq.trician 
than i\Iarcius Coriolanus. As. a candidate for office he refused 
to exhibit his scars to the common people because, he said, 
"They blushed to be remembered." WeB, the common people 
banished this unbending standpatter, and he forthwith went 
into the ·camp of the Voscians, -and, at the head of an army, 
brought Rome to her knees. The Romans sent the male rela
tives of the stiff-necked old sinner to try and soften him up, 
but he kicked them out of his camp; and then they sent the 
oldest inhabitants and most renowned citizens, but the result 
was the same; and then they tried him with the priests and 
preachers, all to no purpose. G01iolnnus was unappeased. 
His army was at _the gates of nome, and all seemed lost. Just 
in the nick of time some woman had sense enough to suggest 
that they send his mother and wife to intercede for Rome. and 
they did. Well, these women took tbe irate old Roman off his 
high horse in short order, for men never get wicked or willful 
enough to stand out against both mother and wife. 

You know. when one of these horrid men get ugly, and his 
friends can not get him to go home, and the policeman fails to 
bring him to his senses, why, the unfailing ·remedy is to call in 
his real boss, who takes him by the ear and leads him into gen
tle captivity. LLaughter.] 

I am told that the sexes love opposites, and I am afraid that 
a race of manly women will call forth a race of womanly men. 
Such a race of women would be too stern for the tender offices 
of motherhood without being ferocious enough for the camp of 
the Army, and such a race of men would not be fit to fill the 
vacancy in either place. 

No wise per~on ever expected a genuine woman to stand her 
ground when her home was invaded by a mouse, but all the 
world expects a man to defend his fireside against all such 
articles as tomahawks, scalping knives, battle axes, and 
bayonets. 

Mr. Speaker, there should be no rivalry between men and 
women. There is no occasion for it in a healthy state· of 
society. God purposely made them different and for different 
lines of activity. He gave strength and courage to man nnd 
upon woman He bestowed grace and beauty. To man He gave 
strong reasoning powers and a keen sense of justice; to woman 
·He ga-re unfailing intuition and ldndly sympathies. He fortified 
man with courage to go into the frontier forest and hew down 
trees and subdue savage beasts and men; He fitted the woman 
to preside over the home and sanctify it with motherhood. 
This same wise Father gave man to the world to write her 
·laws and fight her battles, and by the side of this thunderrng 
Mars lw placed gentle Venus to bind up his wounds and kiss 
away his sorrows. - . · 
, I ba-re no doubt that if women handled the cleaver at the 
beef stalls we would get cleaner steaks; but what man wants 
to court . the butcher? [Laughter.] No doubt women would 
make excellent peace officers; but what man wants to marry a 
policeman? [Laughter.] It may be that !Jle entrance of pure 
.women into dirty politics wuuld have a cleansing effect upon 
.the politics, but I can not believe that it wouig. have that effect 
upon .tl!e women. And in a case of that kind we had better 
have soiled linen than soiled laundresses. 
. The leaders of this movement talk about ,~otes for women as 
if it was a great boon, when as a matter of fact it is a burden
_some responsibility. There is a growi_ng t~ndency upon the 
,part of a11 classes of voters to refrain from discharging their 
duty to vote, and this tendency_ becomes more aggrayated with 
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the increase of the number of elections and the new and strange 
problems the voter is ·called upon to solve. We will at no dis
tant time be driven to compulsory voting unless our rampant 
reformers can be induced to leave their nostrums off the ballots 
of the people. If we force the ballot upon the women of this 
country when not 20 per cent of them desire to assume the 
burden, it stands to reason that they will declin~ to vote unless 
we follow it up with a law to compel them to vote. 

You take the great farming class, l\lr. Speaker, who furnish 
our least corruptible and most patriotic voters. It is growing 
more and more difficult to induce the faTmer to lay aside his 
work and go to town to cast a ballot as big as a saddle blanket 
and brim full of problems which Solon, Socrates, Solomon, and 
Billy Sunday all rolled into oue would not have the temerity to 
tackle. If it is difficult to get the farmer to attend the elections 
and east his ballot, how will it be with the farmer's wife, that 
royal maker of soldiers, statesmen, and citizens? Not one in ten 
of these noble women would take to politics or exercise suffrage . 
Indeed, if you write .woman suffrage into the Constitution there 
would be more women vote in the city of New York than in the 
Southern States combined, unless the 2,000,000 negro women of 
the South decided to go i.:J.to politics. 

Because some women want the ballot will not justify us in 
thl·usting it upon the vast majority who neither desire nor will 
avail themselves of the opportunity to vote. 

Mr. Speaker, it is no reflection upon the intelligence of the 
women that they are not as well qualified by nature, by custom, 
and by preparation for the business of government as men are. 
No more is it a reflection upon the intelligence of men to say that 
they are not as well qualified as women for the still more impor
tant business of governing the home, training the youth, and 
mothering mankind. It is no reflection upon the intelligence of 
the wisest layman 'VOter to say to him that he is better fitted to 
make Jaws through representatives than directly. And one 
of the reasons for that is that the great body of men must 
devote their energies and. talents to their several avocations 
and ha'Ve not time to specialize in the business of lawmaking. 
So it is with woman suffrage. Women are already fully en
gaged in the world's mo t important work; men are utterly 
incompetent to take woman's place in this her natural sphere, 
and it would be turning back the wheels of progress to foist 
upon women a new set of minor duties the discharge of which 
would inevitably lower her standard of efficiency in the vastly 
more important field in which slle is so happily preeminent and 
so preeminently qualified. 

Mr. Speaker, the man and the woman mind are essentially 
different. This organic difference has been accentuated by 
centuries of training and practice along different lines. The 
mind of man rather runs to prosaic reasoning, while the mind 
of woman is given to poetical idealism. It is inevitable that 
woman's natural bent of mind should incline her to socialism, 
and nothing would set socialism up in business as quickly as 
woman suffrage. The Socialist Party recognizes this, and 
as a result are almost to a man for woman suffrage. And I 
can think of nothing worse that could happen to this Republic 
than a reign of socialism, unless it would be woman's abdica
tion of her crown as the queen of the American home. 

But some of our suffragette friends tell us th::tt men ha'\"e made 
n failure with this Government, and that therefore women are 
needed as 'VOters. I deny it. This Republic is not a failure. 
Qn the contrary, it is the greatest success in all the time and 
tide of human thing . Perfect, no; but by the test of com
parison, and there is no other standard by which to measure 
it, this representative democracy established by men who won 
their right to build it upon tbe field of battle, is the nearest 
approach to perfection of all governments this old world has 
ey-er seen. In no other government of any age was there ever 
so great a measure of human liberty, and in no other govern
ment has woman occupied so exalted a. place and exercised so 
deep an influence as in these United States. 

Witllout the aiel of your mothers. women of America, our 
f<1thers could ne,·er llave wrought this wonderful fabric, and 
without your llelp we cau not hope to maintain it. But we 
need the same kind of aid your mothers gave to our _fathers. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not unmindful thnt it i not given to all 
women to ha-re homes and husbands and children. Some are 
compelled to wnge the lwrd battle of life single handed. I -know 
that thousands of women. brave and true, are dl'iven to struggle 
in the busy marts of trade. in factories, stores, and workshops. 
Many of them rec(>iYe pitifully small wages from the hands of 
pitiless masters. But men hay-e the ballot, and are they bette~· -
off? Thousands of men are constantly without work, anrl many 
stalk emuty handed to the bread line. l\Ien. too, are underpaid. 
Millions ·of men bray-e the "sea for a. pittance and dig deep into 
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the bowels of the earth shut out from the llght of the sun: If 
voting would cure the evils of poverty or mollify the exactions 
of the taskmaster why do not men vote them elves into Utopian 
bli . I am persuaded to belieYe that the lot of man, notwith
standing his monopoly of the ballot, is fully as hard as that of 
woman. In good truth we can not banish the troubles of the 
world by statute. If women could draft a bill that would cm·e 
the ills that be et them, they could pass it through a legislature 
of meu with lightnin(J' speed, quicker, no doubt, than they could 
pass it throuuh a lawmaking body of their own sex. There is 
not a Member of this Congress who would not gi\e all that he 
possesses to be the author of a law that would add to the happi
ne s of womankind. The trouble is that we men do not know 
how to make tile world perfect by law any more than you good 
women do, and the only reason any of the women think they 
could do that impossible thing is because they never had a 
chance to try their hands. That this is the case is amply demon
strated by conditions in tho e States that have female suffrage. 
Women are not better protected in Montana than in Nebraska, 
n.nd in double-suffrage Colorado there are still strikes, blood
shed a'nd strife and the soldiers from other States are needed 
to keep the peace. In good truth, my dear sisters, you can not 
better serre your Go\ernment than by keeping to the tasks 
nature has fitted you for and in the discharge of which you 
haYe been so splendidly uccessful. Incidentally, you can also 
promote the cause of good goyernment by not interfering with 
your brothers in t11e discharge of the ta k which God and im· 
memorial custom eem to ha 'e appointed them to. 

l\lr. Speaker, this is a serious question. Eleven States, I be
lieYe, have already adopted State suffrage for women. I know 
the kind of stuff candidates for President are made of and that 
political parties are made of. They are just common clay, and 
sometimes the commonest kind of clay. And I warn the country 
now that those of us who are opposed to adding this new burden 
aiid respon ibility to the womanhood of America mu t be up 
and doing. Our candidates for President and national platform 
buililers will stampede nt the demand of the double-suffrage 
States unless we raise our roices in protest and gi\e courage to 
candidates and politicians. Candidates and the builders -Of 
platforms are also made of common clay, and, in fact, some
times a lot of uncommonly bad clay is worked into the construc
tion. Politicians are o keen to giYe the people aU that the peo
ple want that sometimes in their fear and excitement they 
give the people a dose that the people do not want. I believe 
this woman-suf('rage agitation is likely to proYe a case in point. 
It therefore behooYes every man and woman who sees danger 
in this movement to· sound the alarm. 

In conclu ion, Mr. peaker, I beseech the mothers of this 
gr~at country to turn a deaf ear to the houts of the suffragettes. 
Their song is that of the siren to tempt you from your homes 
and God~appointed spheres of life. We need you in the home, 
mothers of America, to train the youth of the land and shed 
your tender influence over all the world. In your exclusive 
dominion you- ha \e made fTee go,ernment possible, and while 
you are content to reign there you can make it perpetual. You 
are not defensele , as the e agitators tell you, for your sons 
are in the camp and in the Cabinet, behind the guns and in the 
Congress. Your ldndly care has made them strong and brave 
and true. They are your refuge in the day's mad strife and con
flict, and you and your home is to be their refuge when the 
eYening's O'entle badows draw a truce. I ha\e no taunts or 
gibe for the erring si ter who is clamoring for suffrage; I may 
e\en admire the masculine vigor with which she bowls against 
her imao-inary wrong . But I love to turn to that other more 
gentle and, in my opinion, more useful woman desctibed by the 
Palmist: 

She Iooketh well to tbe ways or her household, and eateth not the 
bread of idlene s. ITer children arise up and call her blessed ; and her 
husband also be prai etb her. Many daughters have done virtuously, 
but thou excellest them all. 

God aYe her from the cavil of the street and keep her for the 
councils of the home. [Applau e.] 

Mr. HEXRY. ~lr. Sveaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [l\lr. STAF

FORD] is recognized for one hour. 
Mr. STAFFORD. l\Ir. Speaker, I have listened attentively 

to the argument that baye been made by the proponents of this 
resolution, and up to thi time not one argument has been ad
vanced by them for making woman suffrage a national que tion. 
Since the e tablishment of the Go,ernment suffrage has always 
be n regarded as a matter of State concern, and well is it_ that it 
ha been . o. The States are the best jud(J'es as to the qualifica
tions of elector for the welfare of their institutions. The fram
ers of the Constit11tion belieYed it was best to lea\e the solu
tion of internal matters to the determination of the States. 
Scan the Constitution from the first article to the end and you 

will find no limitation· whatsoever on the States as to the deter
mination of their internal policies, except in two particular ---1 

that of forbidding the States to establish anything except a re
publican form of government and that of forbidding them from 
granting titles of nobility. . 

In the frontier days of the ·western States many of them 
granted suffrage to domiciled residents who only bad declared 
their intention to become citizens. It was good policy where 
most of the inhabitants were recent immigrants to grant them 
the suffrage and thus permit them to expre them elve on 
matters pertaining to the State's welfare, as they were the 
State's real citizenry. If old, settled New England, who knew 
not the policy and tile polity of the We tern States, had the 
determination as to the qualification of uffrage for the Western 
States, they, perchance, would have said that full citizenship 
should be required before a person should be an elector. 

Some States haYe granted limited suffrage to women. For 
years in Wiscon in we haye had limited woman suffrage per
mitting them to express their views on matter pertainiu(l" to 
school affairs, and yet we find but a meager fraction of the 
women exercising this franchise. If tlle women of Wiscon in 
decline to avail themselves of tl.lis limited suffra(l"e as to scbool 
affair , which certainly must be of deep concern to eyery 
woman, what reason is there for tlle people of Wi consin l.Jeliev
ing that with unlimited woman suffrage the franchise would 
be exercised more generally. If a majority of the women of 
my State favored woman suffrage and I belie,ed that they 
would exercise it, I would not withhold the suffrage from them. 
But I contend that it should be left to the State , each in tlleir 
own way to determine the extent to which suffrage should be 
granted to the people of the State, and not force, by national 
amendment, upon an unwilling electorate the riuht of suffTage. 
Yet by this constitutional amendment you would foi t upon 
States, whose men, who e women are opposed to the exercise 
of the privilege, that which they do not want. 

The State government is supreme as to its own mana uement 
and guidance and bould be so continued if our fabric of Gov
ernment as a Federal Union of self-goyerning States is to be 
maintained. Suppose after the trial of uni,er al woman suf
frage in a State it would develop that but a very small fraction 
of women were exercising the ballot and that they were op
posed to its exercise. Is it to be contended that the State is 
without authority "to withdraw the suffrage from a class de
clining to exercise it? It can be easily conchived that the 
women of one class may only wish to avail themselves of it, 
and yet that might not be conducive to the best interest of the 
States to allow the repre entatives of a class to have a pre
ponderating influence in the affairs of a State, and virtually 
force women of another cla s, who do not wish to have suffracre, 
to the polls in order to have real equal suffrage by all cla es. 

It is a problem in my State, and it must be a problem in 
other States of the country, to have the elector exerci e the 
franchise generally at elections, but you are here propo ing to 
withdraw some of the responsibility and divide it with the 
women. 

In Wisconsin we have had woman suffrage submitted to n. 
vote of the people. Only 14 out of 71 counties regi tered their 
approval of it. Fifty-seven had clear majorities, many of them 
twice and a few three times as many against it. A total ma
jority of more than 70,000 against it. There is no objection to 
Illinois saying that they should have woman suffrage, and if 
perchance Wisconin or any other State through its men and 
women are opposed to having woman suffrage, why impo e it 
upon us who belieYe it is not well for the polity of the tate 
to e_~tend the franchise? Why, if after a trial of woman suf
frage it was demonstrated that but one-tenth of the women 
of the State, and that of a separate class, should exercise it, 
would you not believe it shot'tld be within the rights of the 
State to withdraw the right of suffrage from this one cla s of 
women who perchance would exercise it? Yet if we had na
tional compulsory woman uffrage n tate would lose its 
right to determine its policy and withdraw the franchi e from 
women, even though nine-tenths of the women in the tate 
were opposed to its exerci e. Certainly the framers of the 
Constitution enacted wisely when they left all matters pertain
ing to the internal policy of the States to·the State tbemselYes. 

Furthermore, if Congress has the power to determine that 
women shall ha\e the uffrage, then the corollary follows that 
the Congress, through constitutional amendment, has the power 
to wHhhold -suffrage from women. We who are oppo ing this 
on the ground that it is a State issue, and a State i ~ ue alone, 
are not seeking to withhold the exercise of the franchi e from 
women in those States whel'e there are a large number of women 
who are in favor of its exercise; but we say to you gentlemen 
who fa,or suffrage not to impose it upon those States where a 
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great majority of the women are opposed to it. I believe that 
a majority of the women of my district and the women of my 
State are opposed to the exercise of woman suffrage, but we 
have no complaint if the women of Illinois are in favor of its 
exercise. That is a matter of their own concern. I represent a 
large constituency, where the rights of suffrage a.re esteemed as 
highly as in any other constituency, and yet I believe it is bet
ter after tliese 125 years of satisfactory rule, to retain the old 
ide~ that suffrage should be determined by the States. Until 
the proponents of this proposition can advance some reason for 
taking it out of the realm of State affairs and making it the 
football of national politics, then I say this resolution should 
be defeated. 

The only purpose that can be gained by projecting this matter 
before the Nation is to make it a partisan question, and suffrage 
should never be considered as a partisan question. Advance 
one reason, you advocates of the resolution, why as a Nation we 
should adopt this policy, advance one reason wherein the States 
to-day are not complete in the exercise of their powers to deter· 
mine the qualifications of suffrage, whether of men or whether 
of women, and I will withdraw from my position. The Consti
tution in the first article provides: 

And the electors in each State shall have a qualification requisite for 
electors to the most numerous branch of the State legislature. 

We do riot quarrel with you because you grant women the 
right to vote for Representatives in Congress, but we say you 
should not impose your ideas upon us who take a contrary posi
tion. 

It is a latter-day princinle that States are not content to shape 
their own internal policies, but wish to enforce their ideas as to 
internal government upon peoples and institutions who may be 
opposed and unsuited to their adoption. This is certainly the 
case as to woman suffrage. If the women and the people of a 
State want women to have a vote, let that privilege be granted, 
but preserve to the States which are opposed to woman suffrage 
the right to determine their own policy. Until the protagonists 
can show some reason why we should change the fundamental 
fabric of our Government and depart from its established policy 
since its foundation of leaving suffi·age to the States, we should 
adhere to the old tried principle of local self-government, of 
reserving the qualifications of its electorate to manage and con
trol that Government to the respective States. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves 45 minutes. The 

gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. VoLSTEAD] is recognized for 
one hour. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MURDoCK] and I reserre the bal
ance of my time. 

.Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. STEPHENS]. 

Mr. STEPHEl'S of California. Mr. Speaker, when in election 
after election, year after year, in State after State, a million 
or more voters have by their ballots expressed themselves in 
favor of equal suffrage, and when the opportunity to amend 
the Constitution of the United States is sought by so many 
hundreds of thousands of our people as have petitioned the 
Congress for this suffrage amendment, I think it is my duty as 
a Representative in Congress to vote to give the whole people 
the opportunity of amending the Constitution in the only way 
permitted them by the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, I had the honor of battling for woman suffrage 
in California before its adoption there. I had the pleasure of 
making a hundred short speeches in its favor in the California 
campaign of 1910. The amendment was adopted by a majority 
of about 3,000, and for the past four years woman suffrage 

· and equal suffrage has been on trial in California. To-day it 
', is my firm belief that if placed on the ballot again the men 
' and women of California would give it an overwhelming ma-
jority. Yes; I confidently assert, for I believe it unquestion
ably true, that if woman suffrage could again be submitted to 
the men alone in California it would carry by a majority many 
times greater than in 1910. [Applause.] 

The men of California who are posted and unprejudiced know 
that better laws are made; that the welfare of women and 
children, and men., too, is more carefully looked after; and that 

; the political life of the whole State is cleaner and of a higher 
standard, because the women vote in California. 

Our polling places are no longer to be found in stables, in 
. rooms adjoining and really parts of saloons, or in other objec
: tionable places. They are in schoolhouses, clean business rooms, 
or in tents specia11y set up for the purpose on sidewalks 

. throughout the residence section of the cities. The disorderly 
crowds around voting booths have disappeared, and any woman 
can now -visit political headquarters on election night without 

hesitation or the fear of insult, as in the days gone by. It is a 
wondrous change, and all for the better. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, do not let anyone make you 
believe that women in California do not vote in as large 
number as the men. Competent authority there has stated that 
at the recent election the percentage of women who -voted was 
larger than the percentage of men. -And I am sure we are 
almost unanimously agreed that the women cast the more intel
ligent ballot There were 48 proposed amendments to the State 
constitution voted on in California at the last election. Gener
ally speaking, the better amendments were adopted, and largelY' 
because our women voted. All over the State they gave an 
unusual and more intelligent study to the changes proposed. 
Meetings were held afternoons and evenings in halls and school
houses and in hundreds of homes. The proposed amendments 
were always discussed. The audiences were largely women, 
and the speakers were men and women well posted on either 
side of the various amendments. When election day came the 
women knew more than the men about the proposed changes, 
and they voted their convictions. The result was in most 
respects satisfactory to our people. 

The claim has been made here to-day and is often made else
where by those who do not favor equal suffrage that voting by 
women would lessen the respect men have for womankind. Oh, 
Mr. Speaker, I am sure there is no man here to-day who loves 
and respects his wife or mother less because she voted last 
November. I am loath to believe, and do not believe, there is 
one Member of this House who really fears any loss of woman
liness in his household when women everywhere are permitted 
to vote. If our own women are not now and are never to be 
ad-versely affected by the voting privilege, why should other 
women be? The women of California are as beautiful, as ac
complished, as entertaining as are their sisters in erery other 
State of this Union. They make as winsome sweethearts, as 
lovable and loving wives and helpmates, and as good and God
fearing, home-loving, and home-making mothers as are to be 
found in any section of our country or in any part of the world. 
They are not less attractive as sweethearts, they are not less 
appreciative as wives, and they have gained rather than lost 
as home-loving and home-making mothers because of the right 
and opportunity to vote. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I believe in woman suffrage. I fought for it 
when I believed it was right and thought it was best, and now 
that I know it is right and know it is best I shall continue to 
battle for equal suffrage. [Applause.] 

1\fr. Speaker, on the last day of December I wrote a score of 
letters to as many well-posted men and women in California. I 
asked for opinions concerning woman suffrage. '11o-day the re
plies began to arrive, and I am sorry all will not get here before 
this debate closes. The following are at hand: 

SACB..UIENTO, CAL., Jawuary 11, 1915. 
Hon. W. D. STEPHENS, 
' House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 

Since its adoption in October, 1911, e.qual suffrage in California bas 
been put to the most thorough and severe test; every conceivable sort 
of election has been held in the past three years; and women have 
been called upon to exercise their new privilege and perform their 
added duty not alone in the usual fashion but in various primaries in
cluding one for presidential preference; in local-option elections, 'and 
they have been compelled to pass upon laws and governmental policies 
presented to the electorate by the initiative and referendum. The 
women have met the test, and equal suffrage in California has fully 
justified itself. In 1911, by a very narrow margin the amendment 
carried. 'Yere it again to be submitted, the vote in its favor would be 
overwhelnung. 

HIRA { w. JOH~SON. 

LOS ANGELES, CAL., January 1, 1915. 
Hon. W. D. STEPHENS, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR MR. STEPHENS : You asked me for my views on the practical 

working of woman suffrage in California, and in what particular and 
to what extent I think it a success. 

My answer is, that in addition to equal suffrage being a mere act of 
justice and in no sense a favor, it has justified itself in Its practical 
working far beyond the expectations of conservative minds. Immedi
ately upon suffrage being extended, the women of California began with 
remarkable industry to acquaint themselves with the duties of full 
citizenship. Everywhere social circles were formed and women es
pecially fitted and qualified became teachers, instructing the less well 
informed regarding civic duties and responsibilities. 

In less than four years from the adoption of suffrage in California 
the women have set an example in the use of the franchise that has 
stimulated a remarkable activity among men to more fully understand 
the problems of government, and has particularly stimulated an interest 
in moral and humanitarian problems. I am candid in saying that in my 
judgment, upon all questions relating to the welfare of the people of 
the State of California as affected by governmental issues, the average 
intelligence is just as high among the women as it is among the men. 

The women as a rule came to the use of full citizenship almost en
tirely free from the bias and prejudice of partisan and self-seeking 
politics, and consequently their interest and energy have been devoted 
chiefly to develop and carry forward such measUl'es as will promote bet-
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ter social conditions. They interest themselves in such questions aS' 
pure-food laws, better hours for women, bettm· wages for women, child· 
labor laws, all questions that relate to the morals of the community. 

The women of California are not office seekers. They are home 
makers. By this I do not mean that they . live in seclusion. They 
organize clubs, social circles, promote school , hospitals-everything 
that will contribute to the intelligence and well-being of the community 
and that will fit women for intell1gent administration of home, as well 
as surrounding the young people in particular with better conditions 
a · they go out from home. 

In short, the result of woman sufl.'rage in California bas so approved 
i t elf that in my opinion, if submittM to a vote again it would carry 
with overwhelming majority. 

Very truly, yours. A. H. NAFTzGER. 

Los ANGEWJS, CAL.'" January 5, W15. 
Hon. W. D. STEPllEXS, 

House of Representati!:c&, Washington, D. 0. 
:MY DEAR Mn. STEPKE~s: I voted for woman suffrage in California. 

I did so with great reluctance. My hesitation was based on ~erience 
had in a State where woman suffrage obtained and upon certain . theo
retical objections which to me seemed entirely valid. NeTertheless, I 
believed that as a practical expedient under conditions existing in this 
State1 the givin~ of women the franchise wonld be beneficial to the 
State s highest rnterests. 

In the above expectation I hatte been in no way disappointed, and 
the experience of California with the holding of the franchi e by women 
has been such as to completely change my attitude on the subject. I 
should now, in case the matter were newly presented and I were to 
have an opportunity to vote upon it, vote favorably to the measure 
with vastly more confidence than four years ago, when I was inclined 
to oppose it. 

In California women ha>e accepted the franchise as a great re
sponsibility and are meeting its obligations with fidelity and conscien
tious devotion to duty which, in my jud.qtnent, far exceed that shown 
by men at the pre ent time. First of llll, and continuously since suf
frage was obtained, women have engaged in a. serioua study of civic 
afi'airs affecting local and State g~vernmental interests. They have 
met in clubs for this purpose and sat under the instruction of trained 
teachers, both men and women ; have had dlscusslo:ne of their own on 
countless occasions when matters of public interest were before the 
people ; and, more important than all, they have been willing to bide 
the arrival of the proper time before they themselves sha.ll be candi
(lates for public office. Reco"'nizing their lack of acquaintance with 
details of governmental procedure, there has been no scramule for 
position thus far. I can not learn that there has been any lack of 
interest in domestic affairs and those which from time immemorial llave 
been counted woman's special prerogative. 

What they have done they have found time for by foregoing certain 
social opportunities a:nd priVileges the loss of which has been a benefit 
to them and to society generally. Women, generally speaking, have 
voted wisely on all public questions. It has been impossible to stam
pede their vote in the interest of any hysterical cry. They have shown 
the same ability to decide a question on its merits and ' to vote ind~ 
pendently as men have displayed.. It seems to me that, irr Cali!ornia 
at least, the granting of suffrage to women has been an unqualified 

su~)~· present knowledge as to how women· would use the ballot, I 
am confident that if the question were again submitted to the male 
voters of the State, as it was four years ago, the result would be prac-
tically unanimously favorable to the measure. . 

Sincerely, yow·s, J. F. MILLSPAUGH. 

Los ANGELES, CAL., Januru·u 5, 1.915; 
Hon. WILLIAM D. STEPRilXS, 

House of Representatit;es, Washington, D. 0 . 
DEAR MR. STEPHil~S: Woman suff.rage in California is a success be

cause it bas done justice a.s between man and woman. 
Incidentally our elections are cleaner, political meetings are better 

attended and more decently conducted, there is a greater spirit of politi
cal tolerance, more appeal to reason and less vituperation, more stu
dious investigation of men and measures. Radicalism has gained noth
ing; in fact, women in their voting ru.·e more conservative than men, 
they have got to be shown. On questions of direct legislation their 
tendency is to vote "no " or not at all, unless they feel pretty sure of 
theiL· g~·ound. In the final analysis the enfranchisement of ~omen lias 
made very little difference in the political complexion, or alignment in 
this State. The average woman votes very much as does the a.vemge 
man. It is true that the number of voters has about doubled, but the 
interest in elections bas increased about in proportion. 

All of this, however, is mere commentary and aside from the big 
question involved. Future generations will look back only with amused 
amazement at a. time when one-half of the citizens, simply because 
throu(7h accident of birth they were thrown into one sex, withheld from 
the opposite sex a voice in the Government which dominated the life, 
lib£'I'tV, and property of both. 

Until in this Nation we have universal suffrage, the men of the 
Na tion can not have political self-respect. 

If the proposition of woman suffrage were again submitted in Cali
fornia. after four years of trial, in my opinion, it would ca.r1:y over
whelmingly Instead of by a. bare majority as it did.before. lt has ~ee~ 
given a. thorough trial. Ali the scare there. was m it has been dissi
pated. It is here to stay. It is a dead issue. It is a part of the status 
quo. 

Yours, very truly, M:EYEn Lrss~"En. 

Los ~GilLES, CAL., Janum·y 5, W15. 
lio!l. WILLIAll . D. STEP.HE~ , 

llouse of Rcp1·csentati~~:es, Washington, D. 0. 
~h: D~n Mn. STEPHE~s : Answering your favor of December 31, ask

ing- for my view in r J?;ill'd to the practical workings of woman suffrage 
in Gtli.Lornia, r would say that my attitude on the suffrage ques
t ion lla.s- always dill'ered mate1·ially from that of most others. I 
voten against it because I felt that woman's mission• was so sacred and 
he!' inlluence on futu re manhood so potent thnt I deprecated any neces-
i t _,. for her to waste her strength on politics. 

Tbc ability of women to wisely exercise the franchise I always con
n~derl. and hnd lhe women been given the opportunity, apd had they 
<':. ·n-.e ed them elves as desirou of the right, I would have voted for it; 
L1 . t it hn~ always been my opinion that a free and fa.ir expression given 
1J • lhe "'omen would not ha.Yc been in favor of it. 

Yrom my opservation as- to the results of f:ra.nting the franchlse to 
women in California, I have been impressed wtth the painstaking efforts 
shown by the women in making the necessary investigation to enable. 
them to vote· right. In · this I believe they ha vo exercised greater ca.ro 
than the average man. 

Had the question of woman suffrage been submitted to the male voters 
of Ca.Iifornia at the general election held in Nov~mber last I believe It 
would have catTied; but had it been submitted to the vote of all electors 
both. male and female , I would not feel so sure of the result. ' 

Wtth my very kindest regards a.n<i best wishes for a most happy 
and prosperous New Year, I am, 

Sincerely, yours, STODDAnD JEss. 

Hon. W. D. STEPHE~s, 
Washington, D. 0. 

Los A,.'mELEs, CAL., Jar~uary 7, 1.913. 

Mr DEAR MR. STEPHENS: Woman suffra"'c in California has been a
h?ge success.. ~t put to a t~te now, instead of catTylng as it originally 
d1<:l by a maJortty of 3,000, 1t would be approved by an enormous vote 
Many conservatives who were formerly violent opponents are now its 
ardent ~uppo-rters, won over by the wonderful di crimination shown by 
women m their votes on both candidates and measures 

At least 10 wise and important measures passed u{ the last le"'lsla 
ture would undoubtedly have failed except for the support of the w~men. 
Among these might be mentioned the joint guardianship law bastardy 
law, nge-?f-con ent law, mother's pen ion law, eight-hour lawf~r women; 
the rcd-!ight abatement law, and the white-slavery law. 

I ours, very truly; 
JO~ R. liA.YNES. 

H W D S 
. Los ANGELES, CAL., Jmwa1"y 1, 1.!115; 

on. ILLLUI . TEPHENS; 
House of .Rep1·esentati'1:68, Wasllitlgton, D. a; 

l\I'Y DEAR MR. S'.rEEHE~S' : Woman sufi'ra.ge is working well. The 
women are accepting the responsibility. They are voting in lame 
numbers and with a ready discrimination. It look now as if m~n 
~e going to accept the responsibility of the franchise more seriously 
smce women also have votes, and there is apparent a better tone 1n 
a.ll that relates to political responsibility. 

Yours, very truly, 
A. J. WALLACE; 

Los ANOELES, CAL., January G, 1915; 
Hon. WrLLIA~I D.- STEPHENS, M. C., 

Waskington, D. 0. 
MY. DEAn MR. STEPHENS : Replying to yours of the 31st ultimo L 

am forwarding you herewith a copy of a speech I made at the Inter
national Assoc.btion of Chiefs of Police at Washington, D. C., June, 
1913, on the s~bject' of women officers and equal suffrage. I do not 
know of. ansthing that. I could. say a.t this time that would more 
properly express- my views on the question of egual suffrage than is 
contained in tha:t speeeh, except to state that California lla.s proven 
the feasibility of equal suffrage and that criticisms heard of the 
principles at that. time have practically ceased to exist at the present 
time. 

Yours, very truly; 
C .. E. SEnASTIA..."l, Chief of Polioe. 

PAlllGIU.PRS FROM CHII:F SEBASTIAN'S SPEECH, REFERRED TO IN LETTER 
ABOVE. 

In speaking of the relation which woman suffrage bears to the pur
suit of criminals, and to crime in its entangled ramifications, and just 
how votes for women in California. has: reduced crime and facilitates 
methods of appr.ehending violators of the law, I may surprise you when 
I present to you a. list of the laws passed by our legislature a t its 
recent session, each a.ct afl'ecting women and children. Had it not 
been_ for: the interest ou-r women voters displayed in these laws many 
or all of them would have died in the committees. ' 

There has been a remarkable decrease in the number of cl'imes ot 
viol61lce in our city- since suffrage was granted. Since women have had 
equal rights with the men at the ballot box they have displayed a 
deeper interest in guestions concerning the social evil, and are keenl;y 
alive to the necessity of seeking ways· and means to lessen its SJ?readl 
while endeavoring to ascertain how; to eliminate it from the list o:r 
moral and public problems. 

Women are not, as many men suppose, partisan in politics. They 
are for a. principle, and i! they al'e aligned with any party, and it 
abandons the principle the women are supportln"', they follow the 
principle, and cut loose from the party. Machine politicians, as a. rule, 
are opposed to suffrage. This is because they can not control or ascer
tain bow the women are going to ·vote. 

One of the terrors of the antisuff:ragists-the "bad woman "-is no 
longer a terror. We never have heard of her as a political factor in 
California. Women seldom appear a.s office seekers. When they do, 
though, they a.1·e amply qualified, and stand an equal chance of elee
tion1 .as their sisters exercise a. very discriminatin"' thoughtfulness in 
marKing their ballots. They do not YQte for a. woman just because 
she is a. woman. 

'l'he following is a list of the laws the woman's organizations ln 
CnlifoJnia " mothered" and induced our last legislature to adopt: 

The health certificate law requiring a. certificate of freedom from 
venereal diseases of all men before obtaining marriage licen es. 

The minimum wage law, creating a commission to investigate the 
conditions of industry of women and children, with power· to llivoke a 
minimum wage in industries paying less than a living wage. 

The red-light abatement and injunction law, placing the rcspon· 
sibllity of disorderly houses upon the owners and le sees rather than 
upon the inmates, and providing for the prohibition of such houses. 
The referendum may be invoked a!ffiinst this law. More than 40,000 
signatures have been attached to referendum petitions in San Francisco. 

The joint guardianship law, giving women equal rights over their 
minor unmarried childr~n. 

The juvenile court law, separating dependent from delinquent children. 
The extension of the eight-hour law for women to include workers 

in apartment houses and nur. es in training. 
The age-of-consent law, raising the age from 16 to 21. 
The State Training School for Girls, providing a separate institution 

for girls, with the most approved correctional methods and thorough 
vocational training. 
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The mothers' pension Jaw, granting aid to needy parents in order 

to keep the children at home rather than have them committed to in: 
sti tti tions. 

· 'l'he teachers' pension law, granting pensions of $500 a year to 
teachers who have' been in service 30 years. 

The net container law, specifying that packages shall show the 
amount of net contents. 

The weights-and-measures law, providing for a complete standard of 
weJghts and measures and regular inspection of dealers. 

'l'he Roberts bill, prohibiting the destruction of any foodstutt fit for 
human consumption. 

The State civil-service law, bringing practically all State employees 
under the merit system. 

The creation of State housing and immigration commission to pre
pare for the coming of imm.igrants with the opening of the Panama 
Canal. 

In the matter of prison reform all sentences except for murder are 
made indeterminate; strait-jackets and cold shower are prohibited, and 
arrangements are made for the payments of wages to State's prison 
convicts and for a sl tance to dl charged prisoners. 

The milk-inspection law, providing for strlct regulation of dairies. 
The white-slave law, prohibiting traffic in women between counties. 
The tuberculosis law, providing for the reporting of all such cases. 
Amendment to the liquor laws, prohibiting the sale of liquor between 

2 nnd 6 a. m. This applies principally to San Francisco. 
The workman's compensation law, requiring compulsory compensa

tion for injuries and establishing a system of State industrial insur
ance. 

The water-conservation law, establishing a water commission with 
authority over all wntcr in tbe State. Conserv tion is a subject ln 
which the women of California have tnken very keen intet·est. 

The psychopathic parole law, providing for the parole of persons 
mentally abnormal but not dangerously insane under the custody of 
psycbopnthie parole o1Iicers. 

The biUboaxd law, limitiDg billboards to 10 feet in height and pro
blbitin"' spite fences of more than 6 feet in height. 

The bastardy law, requiring fathers to help support illegitimate chll· 
dren. 

The passage of a law providin~ for the sexualization of inmates ot 
insane asylums and certain conviCts. 

'l'he creation o! mosquito-control districts. 
The requirement of the wife's signature to legalize the assignment 

of a mans wages. 
The amendment to the chlld·labor law raising the age limit of child 

workers from l!.l to 113. 
The Woman's Bulletin, published in Los Angeles, bas this to say 

concerning the e laws: 
" This record sho s in the most concrete form possible why women 

need the ballot and how they use their power for the conservation ot 
humanity and the preservation of the home." 

l\1r. MURDOCK. l\1r. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 
gentleman from -California [:Ur. BELL]. 

Mr. BELL of California. lllr. Speaker, as a Representative 
from the State of California, where the beneficia~ results of 
equal suffrage hn>e been so clearly demonstrated in the letters 
read by my colleague [Mr. STEPHENS], as the author of the reso
lution I had the honor to introduce in the Stato Senate of 
California which paved the way for the womanhood of Cali
fornia. to express their opinions nt the polls, it is extremely grati
fying in the closing hours of my ser>ice in this House to have 
the privilege of expressing by words and. vote my hearty ap
pl·oval of the legislation now under consideration, paving the 
way, as it does. for national equal suffrage. 

l\1r. Speaker, there are Members of this House in full accord 
with me on this question who will vote against the pending reso
lution because of existing local conditions, and, Mr. Speaker. 
there are .Members of this House opposed to equal suffrage who 
will vote in favor of the pending resolution, also because of 
existing local conditions. 

We have had-presented to us to-day the same old shopworn, 
Yenerable-with-age arguments, and we ha>e heard voiced on this 
floor certain prejudices once of lusty strengt~ but now happily 
disappearing and being relegated to the discard in the many 
enlightened, progressive communities, where chivalric men love 
justice supremely and women truly. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, for 14 years prior to the year 1911 in the State 
of California we had this struggle which is now going on in 
the Nation, during which time many earnest men and women 
in my State sought our lawmakers and asked them at each 
biennial session of the legislature to pass u t:esolution placing 
thi question of equal suffrage before the voters of my State, 
and at each biennial session they were met with the arguments 
that are presented on the floor to-day, namely, that the women 
did not want the ballot, and if they had it they would not use it~ 
In 1911, by grace of the direct primary law, the voters of my 
State nominated and elected a legislature 'responsive to their 
Wishes, a legislature that met at the State capital imbued with 
the ic:len thnt they were sent there to enact into law the people's 
will; and at that session the constitutional amendment was sub
mitted to the people and later adopted by a substantial majority. 
That the women of California did want the ballot and that they 
would and did exercise the right of franchise is shown by the 
vote cast at the last general election, which was the greatest in 
the hi!;,tory of the State by more than 200 per cnnt. 

th
in Nov.amber last 22S,9JG more votes were cnst for governor 
au at the elections o! 1900 and 1910 combined, and the women 

who were opposed 011 thought they were opposed to assuming 
this responsibility were among the fir t to register and exercise 
their newly acquired privilege, and the women not only Toted 
but they used discrimination, intelligence, and rnre judgment 
in doing so. To their votes is accredited the passage of many 
of the public-welfare measures, notably among which is the 
red-light injunction and abatement amendment, an effective 
measure of ridding cities of commercialized >ice; the antiprize-
fi.ght measure; the blue-sky law, which puts out of business 
dishonest investment companies; and many others of like 
nature. The gentleman from Kansas [1\lr. c ... uiPBELL] stated 
this morning that this is a live question on both siUes of the 
Atlantic. I thoJJoughly agree with the gentleman. W.e used to 
be told that becanse women dld uot engage in wnr they ought 
not to vote, and yet recently we are oilicia lly informed by the 
press that no lesser personage than the lord mayor of Lonclon 
and a member of Pnrliam~nt, the right honorable llenry Chap
lin, are organizing and approving a woman's Yolunteer re erTe, 
which, to use the lord mayor's own words, " is to provide a 
trained and highly efficient body of women whose senices can 
be offered to the State, if required, for signaling, dispntch 
riding, telegraphing, motoring, and so forth, and to arm them 
for their own defenses in the last e..~tremity." 

Women have the intelligence, the perseverance, and the hon
esty of purpose to assist in the uplifting of the State. They 
have a strength that should not be cast aside in the struggle 
for better things. They are the complement of men, and in 
the purest sense their coworkers. In thls belief I earnestly 
ask the consideration of the following reasons why the propo etl 
resolution should be adopted. The reasons why women should 
vote are the same as the reasons why men should Yote, tha 
same us the reasons for having a republic rather than a mon
archy. To vote is simply to express one's opinion. A. ballot 
is the iu trument used. Sp aking generally, the only real 
qualification goTerning its use is intelligeilce, for without in
telligence one's opinion on any subject is worthle s. Equal 
suffrage would increase the proportion of e<lucated voters. 

The high schools of every State in the Union are graduating 
more girls than boys, often twice or three times as many. 
Eighty-five per cent of the teachers in the public schools of the 
United States are women. The teaching of civics is obligatory. 
Is it fair to expect a woman, without that last sign of civic re· 
sponsibil1ty, the ballot, to pos ess such comprehending and 
practical knowledge of public affairs and machinery as woulc:l 
make her an inspiring teacher of civics for boys who already 
feel their importance as future voters and officeholders? Is she 
in a dign.ifieu position to do so? How can she teach the great 
truths of democracy-that it deri>es its authority from the 
eternal rights of nature; that a nation includes all its social 
element und forces; that a true national repre ·entation there
fore must include all these; that if one of these forces is neg· 
lected the de ire of this neglected force to be represented will 
inevitably lead to the necessity for a radical change; that the 
very purpose of the existence of the nation is the progressive 
development, happiness~ and acthity of all its social elements 
and forces--how can he teach the e truths and explain the non
representation of women to clear-sighted boys and girls 1 
Women are conscientious, and it woult.l create a large reserve 
vote tor clvlc righteousness. Those elements of the community 
who are least controlled by the dictates of conscience are always 
found among the opponents of equal suffrage. She is interestet.l 
directly in good government; bad htws and the nonenforcement 
of good laws directly affect her in all of her relations, as home
keeper, wage earner, and man's coworker. Property rights 
should be repre ented on the same basis for men and woiDen. 
It is fair and right that those who must pay taxes shoulu have 
a voice as to the size of the tax and the way it shall be spent. 
The inalienable rights of person as they are affected by legisla
tion must be pre. er>ed to woman, and no one can fully represent 
her in framing laws whlch deal with them. Hepresentative 
democracy without equal suffrage is impo ible, because it is 
only through this form of government that people who are sub
ject to laws may have a voice in making tllem. Restriction of 
the franchise tends to encourage aristocracy, while equal 
suffrage will encourage democracy. Women all o'\-er the United 
States hn>e accomplished much civic work without the ballot. 

Many of the laws and reforms of the present day relati>e to 
the welfare of the child, the protection of women and of public 
health and morals have been inspired and secured by women, 
but they have had to arri>e at this result by getting some one 
else to do the work for· them. That is what an appeal to a city 
council or a State legislature means to a woman without a 
Yote. She must get some one to adopt her Yiews and do the 
work for her. Women should have the right to express their 
opinions on public matters in a straightforward, simple, direct 
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manner, and they should receive such consideration as every 
citizen desires. Women can take part in public affairs in a 
womanly way, and it is because she is a woman that her counsel 
and opinions are valuable. She is the happiest among women 
who is blessed with a home and a family. If women vote, it 
will not destroy the home. It only means a short time, once 
or twice a year, to go to the polls and deposit a marked piece 
of paper, and dming these few minutes she wields a power that 
is doing more to protect h~r home and all other homes than any 
other possible influence, and she need not neglect her house
hold nor her children in order to do it. Almost any woman has 
enough time to go to the polls, and enough time to inform her
self so she can vote intelligently. It has been said that to enter 
the political arena woman must give up her home interests. 
This fear is only imaginary. On the contrary, she will stick 
closer to her home after having reached the goal of her ambi
tion. Her per onality, enlarged by the proofs of her extended 
activity, will raise tile standard ot home higher than ever. 
HaYing become an individuality herself she will respect the 
individuality of her husband and children. There will be fewer 
misunderstood husbands and more understanding wives. The 
home, far from suffering, will gain by woman's extended sphere 
of activity. .Women in their homes are responsible for the 
health, c1eanliness, and the comfort of their families. Many 
of the industries which women formerly controlled in their own 
homes have become matters of city and State administration, 
so it is not fair to hold women responsible for the cleanliness 
and henltllfulness of food and the prevention of disease unless 
Flhe has a right to an opinion about these matters, now that they 
are public questions. 

The solution of the problem of cities, which involves insanitary 
housing, poisonous sewage, infant mortality, impure milk, juve
nile crime, prostitution, and drunkenness should have the help 
of mincls which have in the past attempted to care for children, 
clean homes, to prepare foods, and isolate the family from moral 
dangers. Economic conditions have forced women to support 
themselves and others. They have been carried by necessity 
into all the professions and inuustries. These relations are con
stantly affected by restraining or remedial legislation in which 
women have a right to be heard. Woman suffrage never has 
failed where it has been granted. No State or nation has ever 
repealed it when once conferred. Suffrage can not now, when 
considered in its broad aspect, be called an innovation. In 
more than half the States in the Union women have the school 
ballot, and their votes occasionally turn the scales in a school 
election. It is highly significant that the women who are doing 
either volunteer or paid social work nll over this country arc 
almost unanimous in their belief that they could do their work 
better if they could vote. The women who are doing valiant 
work on civic committees and playground commissions, those 
working for a proper milk supervision, the probation officers, 
those on the housing commissions, all the noble women who are 
giving time and consideration to philanthropic work, these 
women know actual conditions; they come in contact with reali
ties. Jane Addams feels that she could do her work better with 
the ballot. So does Florence Kelley, Ella Flagg Young, and the 
other hosts of women who are devoting their lives to the wel
fare of women and children and the uplift of the race. All the 
arguments against woman suffrage ha\e been answered by the 
operation of equal suffrage in New Zealand, Australia, Finland, 
and the 11 States of our own Nation. Hon. W. P. Reeves, agent 
general for New Zealand, after commending the good influence 
of woman suffrage in this country, said: 

.And this widens women's lives, brightens their intellects, makes their 
lives fulli!r and more useful to the country and none the less charming 
in the domestic circle. 

Charles Edward Russell said: 
I have seen a good many New Zealand households, and they seem 

exactly as well ordered, as brlgh~t cheerful, and happy as any other 
hou eholUs anywhere on this celesnal globe. 

J. n. Connally, United States consul at Auckland, New Zea
land, wrote : 

The late election rcfu tes the charges made by the opponents of female 
f':U!Iragc that women are incapable owing to their inexperience in po
litical affairs, to cxerci e the privliege intelligently. They have fully 
dcmonF:trated their unmistakable capacity in this respect, beyond the 
pos ilJility of a donbt, by their· keen appreciation of the issues involved 
o.nu the sensible discrimination they have displayed in the selection of 
C!l.D<lida tes. 

The Right Hon. Sir Joseph Ward, rremier of New Zealand, 
said: 

In my opinion, the results of enfranchising the women of New Zea
land have been wholly beneficial. The statement that the power to 
vote renclers a woman less attractive or less companionable is utter non
sense. * >ll * It enlarges their mental horizon and inculcates toler
anct:. * <~~ * A proposal to establish a sex line in politics would 
now be laughed at. 

I have heard it contended that woman suffrage would bring 
to the polls a mass of unreasoning voters who would become the 
prey of unscrupulous politicians. But unscrupulous politicians, 
however bad, are not fools. They have given a higher estimate 
of the ability and virtue of women voters than many good men 
and women. Almost to a man they do not want women to vote. 
And who ever heard unscrupulous politicians complaining that 
ignorant or vicious people arc allowed to vote? Unscrupulous 
politicians are more concerned lest women will \Ote for morality 
and decency tha.a that they will \Ote at the bidding of bribers, 
tricksters, and grafters. Conceding, as we must do, that the 
ballot is a moral force-that morality has entered our politics
the moral force of women is crippled by the denial of the ballot; 
and hence that denial retards the advancement of truth and jus
tice. It was only after strenuous efforts that California re
stored the government of this State to the people. nut in these 
conditions I find a reply to many opponents of woman suffrage 
who affect to distrust the ability and integrity of women in the 
exercise of the franchise, and assert that women are sufficiently 
represented by men and that women can rely upon men to right 
their wrongs. I think it is notorious that the most persistent 
objections to woman suffrage have come from that element 
which has given public-utility corporations power o\er the 
people. 

Summing up the matter, if there were no question of man
hood suffrage or womanhood suffrage, if all citizens of this ne
public were confronted with the task of government, and the 
suffrage had not as yet been conferred on any of them, would 
there be any hesitancy in awarding the privilege to men and 
women upon some basis of equnl qualification? 

The world needs woman's influence in public affairs and 
women need the influence of a larger world, a larger responsi
bility, than they ha.\e been allowed to feel. Only with men and 
women developing and progressing side by side can we expect 
an approximation of that spendid destiny which awaits the 
arousing of all citizens to the exercise of the privileges and re
sponsibility of cooperation in a government for all the 11eople 
by all the people. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MooRE]. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 

Wisconsin that he made a mistake against him ot four minutes 
a while ago. He has used only 9 minutes instead of 15. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr . .MooRE] is recognized. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, woman suffrage is another of the 
questions which the younger States of the Union are passing up 
for acceptance to the older and more populous States. The 
Legislature of Pennsylvania has partially indicated its purpose 
to submit this question to a vote of the people of the State. 
Thus far, apart from the preliminary step taken by the legis
lature, we have had no real expression from the body of the 
people of the State upon the subject, and we can not ha'\"e until 
further action is taken by the legislature. It is, therefore, im
possible at this time to say definitely whether Pennsyl\anin 
approves of the wisdom or desirability of woman suffrage. We 
are not assured that a majority of the women themselves desire 
it. Some of them oppose it bitterly upon the ground that it 
will tend to degrade rather than exalt the womanhood of the 
State. Women who hold this view contend that in America no 
such social or legal inequalities as are said to prevail in Eng
land and other European countries exist. There is also a con
siderable feeling amongst the women opposed to suffrage that 
the high place which American women now hold in the esteem 
of manly men may be prejudicially affected by forcing upon all 
women, regardless of their domestic relations, the responsibility 
that would be imposed by the voting power. While I recognize 
the "right" of mothers, wives, and single women, if they so 
desire, to inject themsel\es into the maelstrom of politics, even 
though the exercise of that "right" may tend to lessen the 
sacred preference which is already accorded to them by all true 
Americans, I do not believe I am authorized as a Representative 
to impose such responsibilities upon them now nor until at 
least n majority of the people of Pennsylvania ha\e indicateU. 
that such a course shall be pursued. I shall therefore \ote 
against the resolution. [.Applause.] 

1\Ir. 1\IURDOOK. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Washington [Ur. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I first became a friend and advo
cate of woman suffrage when I was 16 years of age and lived 
in Louisiana. The citizenry of the State was engaged in n 
terrific fight with the old octopus known as the Louisiana State 
Lottery. Many said they were opposed to gambling and vice, 
but under all the circum tances they were favorable to the 
State constitutional amendment submitting to the people ta 
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~aut ·a .new ·ch:ll'acter· ~o -1tha_rJnstitntioo, -whiCh as raffering:a I ~ =theJnas~e~CR1'gtllllm:tt:for , -egrutl ·~~age, "beeause·wo:men rure 
very great sum as · eonSideratwn~therefor. :inter:ested!mtthe m:aking <If aws ~wJllch · al!ect ,the ...home. ;ynu 

The women of LouiSiana, from one end df the State to the ! :.can .hardly :make a~ a.w·bere tha.t:tloes notrurect tbe.hom£-. Jury-
other, organized-to -save·tbe State from the ignominy of a favor- ~ Jthing :that -affects the price of -commodities affects the _home. 

1able·vote on·this .propuSitian. Lremember ·qutte·well .my Jmother We are living to-day in what the President of the United -:states 
was prominent at .my home .in. the ·woman's !Anti-Lottery League! !Calls ~a progressive -age, ·and the .ea.use of woman ~rage ad
of Calcasieu Parish. I was one of_the beys who vobmteered to , vances as _the ·age progresses. [Applause.] 

-carry the various posters. Jn ·.that .campaign :the glaring out-1 In further extension of my .remarks :nnder ·fhe:-rnle Illesi:re 
rage against democracy under which one-half of "the _citizens! to say: 
c.ould .have ·no direct voice ..in a great.moral -question became1 In this :great :Republic you caanot take 'from a citizen, whether 
a_pparent. .To the •everhrsting .credit of the ·"male electorate of . male or female, when he or she crosses a ·.State line, .the tight 
the State an amendment was rejected,-but the lottery was kille<l ' to contract, ·to iSUe and be sued, to equal -right to ·life, liber.ty, 
only by the act of Congress passed in 1890 forbidding the use ...and the pursuit of .happiness, .with 'all that those terms signify. 
of the .mails to lotteries. All _the thousand and one things .:guaranteed by the Constitu-

POSITIO~ 0~ SUFPRAOE. ·1~ 'WASHINGTON STATE. tion__are COterminOUS -with :the Federal jurisdiction. A prohi-
•lt took -no deliberation on my-part in the State Senate of the ·hition !against ·women :riding on street cars or being granted 

rstate of Washington when the '})roposition of amending ·the -these constitutional rights on an equality with men or other 
·constitution ·of that State came .up for consideration. I not only ..citizens .of ·their own sex would -violate the Constitution. But 

oted for the submission, but :;I ~worked earnestly, personaUy J:he ·'Parent -right of .all, the -right to share in the ,·governin.g of 
and with my newspaper, for its passage, with the result that my .the dand, the righLto .grant or withhold ".consent" to be <gov
county was the banner county in the State, proportioning the -erne.d this way or that, some -of ihe :.States ar.e permitted to 

ote for the amendment with the population. If woman suf- withhold from .one ·class of -citizens. 
frage was so desirable and just in Louisiana ·and in Washington, · If .the courts .of Washington State ~-give :a money judgment to 

hy would it not be desirable everywhere under the Stars and woman of .that .State for -a:1ew dollars, _she is ·guaranteed the 
: . .stripes? It is now ·the 11ccepted rule in 12 :States-'Counting right to proceed .on 'i.hat judgment in any other State, within 

linois-and Alaska. - restrictions _common to all, ~and obtain ' execution ,against the 
·The suggestion ·has been made here to-day that woman .has Jlebtor in any other State to which the .debtor .lllUY remove or 

only to rely upon the stalwart oak that stands beside her ·and ·where .the debtor may have property. t ·would be unconstitn
.have faith · in the chivalry of~ men. ~The record ·of this country "tional to refuse·this Tight ·to _a woman on the same -terms as .it 
-:and the record of the world does not sustain that doctrine. Go is allowed to a man, unless such discrimination be hedged 
~back a little over 250 years ago und ,witness the "chivalry~' about with some interpretation of the iloctrine of husband and 
-of that ·age. In that particular time, according to the very -wife or ·parent ··and .child. 
:best of authorities, cited .and compiled by Matilda Gage in ·You _say "consent of the governed" is .a -.foundation stone --of 
""Woman, Church, and State," ·within a 300-year period, there ihis Republic. Yet if a female citizen of_the State of Washing-

ere 9,000,000 women ·burned at the stake and otherwise tor- ton moves to the State of · Tew York she suddenly finds thut 
tnred to death by "chivalrous" :men for the -alleged crime of ·:her right to . ote on presidential electors ·and Congressmen 
" 'tchcraft, in order to get rid of women -who used some -mtel- .~nd to give ·or withhold ller consent by .means of the ballot .has 

Jigence and -who became useless for " chivalrous·" men. The been lost. The Government is still democratic, so called, but she, 
' chivalrous" men put them to the torture, they manufactured a citizen ...and 11 taxpayer, if she be one, loses .her right the 

all kinds of instruments of torture; ·among them the witches' minute she crossed from one State to another. Why is the 
·bridle, ·which · they put upon them and suspended them in cells •right to T.ote considered so trivial that it can be withdrawn 
until they would confess that they were witches. They ad- from .one-.half .the citizenship _at will? Oh, -you .can not take it 

.:ministered every kinu ·of torture to ·:women in that day, ·did from the blacks; the donstitution protects .them. You ~can not 
~ these "chivalrous'' men, because they 'had absolute power, be- take iUrom the r.ailroad men, nor the fin:mers, nor the labo.rers, 
~cause they were clothed with absolute authority-the result that nor _the males, but the females .are not protected by the Con-
always prevails ·where any particular class· or any particular stitution. ..And here to-day we hear illl kinds of protests 
~et of-men, .or women for that matter, are given •supreme ;and ·against a ·FederaLamendment protecting -women in ·the Federal 
"Rbsolute authority over ·others. You say that was in the Constitution to the extent that the negro race or the yari01ls 
olden times, away back yonder. _But did .not the same things classes are protected in that instrument. 
occur at Salem? Did not the ·same kind of procedure prevail There can be no logical objection to universal suffrage in a 
there when women were executed by Cotton 1\Iather and his democracy. Indeed, .a democracy is inconceivable without uni
" chivalrous" followers? You say that is ancient. What about versal suffra:ge. To .state it is to state a paradox. Exclusive 

~the 1\Iann white-slave ;act and the traffic it was designed to male 'Suffrage involves a .male aristocracy which rules one·-.half 
stop? What about men who get up in public places .and pro- the population without their consent. Under those conditions 
claim for a reservation in every city of this country and for one .democracy is he wrong term. To quote from Uncle Josh 11t 

-here in the city of Washington for those who are the victims .of the circus, "There ·ain't no such animal." 
_that kind of procedure, conditions such as would fasten white Jfvsuch .a situation .advanced the common good, if the 'OTie
~slavery on about 300 women . in the city of Washington, for half under subjection were unfit for self:government, the situa-
instunce. Yo.u talk about" chivalrous·" men, hut I tell you right ·tion might be excusable. The want of democracy would .find 

_now that there is no such chivalry ·as will justify one set of justifiable explanation, but where .those .held under subjection 
-people having supreme authority or -power over another set. ·are the most advanced in morals and education, are the mothers 

They tell us that all kinds of .awful things ar_e going to hap- and sisters of the ruling aristocrats, there can be no ·possib-le 
_pen. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. "WEBB] wants -excuse. · 
to save women from themselves. We w_b.o come from the suf- Will ·any gentleman here say that Louisiana and Mississippi 
frage States are here to tell you what we know, not what we ..have degenerated to -a -lower plane morally, intellectually, or 

:..think. The .gentlemen from California rise here to testify; the in 1IDy other sense, than their border -states because women are 
-gentlemen from Washington are here on ·this .floor to testify. allowed partial suffrage in those two States. -but are denied it 

:You tn.ke their testimony on industrial questions, you take what in the surrounding ·States? Is .Arkansas ·superior to Oklahoma, 
they tell you about rivers and harbors, you take what they say because the Arkansas eleetorate has never permitted the 

·about other matters that are pending here before Congress as _mothers, wives, and sisters of the electors to vot-e on any sub
iauthoritative. w.hy not consider what they tell you about this ject, :while Oklahoma has? Is Kansas inferior to Nebraska 
._particular thing? They come from Montana, Kansas,- Oregon, because in Nebraska -the women have -only .partial suffrage -and 
_Arizona, illinois, Nevada, Utah, Idaho, and Colorado. Those in Kansas they .have equal suffrage with.men? .Is Illinois lower 
Members here on this floor are able to tell -you by actual ex- in the .scale than .Missoud, or Ohio than Indiana? To ask these 

. perience. Why, do you tell me that the -women of 'l\fississippi .questions is to answer them. 1n air history the more degrada
and Louisiana are ·more degraded than the States on their -tion ·we find .heaped Ul>On the .women the darker · and -blacker 

~borders because they have granted conditional -suffrage ·to the period.. .The :Roman matrons were most -respected before 
women in the States of Louisiana and .Mississippi? -no :you tell the~Empire _began to decay. The Victorian reign .gave to women 
me that the women of the State of Kansas are more degraded the ._greatest consideration :and furnished · a period of English 
than t.he women of Missopri because the women of Kansas Jlist01•y unsurpassed in grandeur of accomplishment. The <Pro
have the suffrage? Can you suggest to me that the women of gressive movement in America rec.ognized the noble women :who 
Illinois are more degraded than ·the women of Indiana~ because .:had --fought the--battles of their sex and of.. the -race.in the years 

:'the women of Illinois haTe a ' larger ..ani:Lbroader ··right · to vote ·.that ihad gone, and ·-brought to light~ such . n~w leaders as Miss 
·-than the .:women of Indiana? Such an · argument as• that ·failg .=Jane Addams, of Hull:House. :ln .the .midst a.f:this ·renmiissanae 
·~t the mere suggestion o! . it. L.The .proposition . .of ~ t!.home !.iB. dazen 'States tjle.claJ:e .:fur .stiffr~; a Children:s Bureau -
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established in the Federal Government with a woman at its head; 
and a dozen more States find a majority in their legislatures 
to submit equal-suffrage amendments, and here we are to-day 

to have been the unwearied instruments of " porJdng the land of witch
craft," and to them; in ' the first instance, all fhe complaints and In
formation was made. (Pitcairn, vol. 1, p~. 2, p. 60.) . · 

in the Congress of the United States discussing a Federal To THE TERROR oF ALL ANCIENT FEMALEs. 
amendment. Another instrument of torture for females was known as 

The distinction and dignifying characteristic of this period "the spider." It wa·s an iron machine .with curved claws for 
of American history is greater recognition of women. In the tearing out a woman's breasts. ··, 
midst of this period who care what .Solomon thought a thou- Blackstone, in his Commentaries, makes· the following com-
snnd years before the Christian era and snrrounded a~ he was ment on the laws: · .. 
by his many wives and numerous white slaves. _Solomon lived By statute 33 of Henry VIII, chapter 8, all witchcraft and ·sorcety 
in a different age and struggled with different problems. Or was to be felony, without benefit of clergy. This act continued in· 
who is going to revert to that faithful band of early Christians force till lately, to .the terror of all ancient females in the kingdom . . 
who lived nearly 2,000 years ago, when the world was out of .Martin Luther said: · 
joint, and a·sk them and their leaders to tell us the economics I would have no compa~sion for a witch. I would burn them all. 
and the right and wrong of the situation as it is presented to- ' John Wesley, in 176 , accordin-g to Matilda Gage in Women, 
day? In that day they were subjected to possible personal Cb.urch, and State, page · 261, declares the giving up of witch
slavery or extinction every hour. What did they know about craft to be in effect givin,g up the Bible.· The author continues: 
equal suffrage in America under a form of Government never Such was his low estimate of woman that he regarded his own wife 
dreamed of? The Jews and early Christians were waiting, as too sinful to conduct family prayers, although to Susannah, equally 
some of them, for the Roman legions to come and destroy them with John, is Methodism . i~debted for its existence. 
and their cities. Others were gazing momentarily into Heaven Under an English statute to. "abolish diversities of opin
expecting deliverance from their unspeakable woes by the sec- ions " no ~an was permUted to gin~ his widowed mother ~r 
ond coming of the One· whom we reverently -recognize as our - orphan.e~ ~ister a home in his house , wi~o.u~ per~i~si~n of the 
Lord. What could they know about the ballot in America, or auth~nties. Under the s~atute of labor~1:s (5 E~., ch. 4) . !t 
whether the women of to-day should speak in a church or go W!lS e~act_ed ~at ~arn~ wo~en. l?_etw~en , 12 and 49 yea~s 
with head uncovered or teach or exhort? It is easy enough to old might be appomted by two JUStices to serve by the year, 
quote scripture. The devil demonstrated he was an expert wee~, or day for such wages and in such reasonab,le sort and 
at that: · But the real Christian is not to be influenced by manne~s they shall think m_eet. · : . , 
isolated paragraphs not designed to provide for us a rule or Wome-? were. the c~ef ~ulierer~ under ~itchcra~ J?er~cutiq:y. 
conduct Men believed m the mherent Wickedness of women, that sip 

· soME oBJECTIONs To EQUAL Still':FRA.GE. had com~ into the world through Eve. Stron~ intellect, unusual 
Those who oppose equal suffrage on its merits contend tllat beauty, or marked deformity or extraordinary sickness in .· a 

women are possessed of certain resources which the ballot woman were proof of a league with the devi) and o'f witchcraft. 
would take from them, and that the ballot would impose upon An . ordinary average woman, not so ·pr'etty as ·to ·promote· 
them liabilities which they now escape. jealousy, was· reasonably safe ·until gray hairs came to indicate 

l. They say that woman-as the gentler sex has always en- the end of her physical vigor and ·her usefulness to chivalrous 
joyed the chivalrous love and protection of man; that if the men; after that she .could well live in torture and dread.' Brave 
right of suffrage were granted this splendid ·asset would be lost indeed was the woman who would stand for bettering the con

. and woman would be compelled to assume the task of studying ditions of her sex. The antis of that day l:elentlessly pursued 
public issues. those w1io did have the courage <--.;, their convictions, proclairq.-

2. Tliey say that woman is now the exalted queen of the home, ing that only a few were· protesting, · !'the great majority are 
and under suffrage she would be dethroned from this point of satisfied." ; . 
advantage and supremacy. The clergy-Protestant and Catholic-joined with the Gov-

3. They say that now woman is considered a sort of sacred ernment authorities and with eminent ' medical authorities iii 
depositary of individual morals and the most exalted ideals, persecuting women as witches. The execution of a wizard very 
whereas under suffrage she would lose her natural refinement seldom occurred . . When ,it did occur it was generally for alleged 
and her gentle manners, she would become masculine-would complicity with or for aidilig some witch.' It is · stated by 
be unsexed. eminent authority that during 300 y~ars 9,000.000 victims, nearly 

cHIVALnous LOVE oF MAN. eYery one of them women, were burned, hanged, pressed to death, 
or otherwise cruelly executed for witchcraft subsequent to the This beautiful chivalry has b-een an enticing theme for the 

poet and the songster. Oh, the plumed knight when knighthood 
was in flower. Lucky and happy the maiden lockoo in yonder 
tower, with iron gratings over her :window, who was adored by 
the knight who, in armor clad, sat upon his dashing chargel' 
warbling madrigals in impassioned serenade. But how about 
the thousands upon thousands of plain,- ordinary women who 
needed and whose hearts demanded the ordinary consideration 
that should be accorded to an individual? ' 

Suppose we turn back the page of history, say, about 250 
years. Here is a record of a "chivalrous" proceeding_ of that 
day, which I will just jolt out upon you as an illustration ·of 
how the thing ·worked, from official records in Scotland : 

£ 
For 10 load~ of coal to bmn the witches __ _' ______ ~-------- 3 
For a tar barreL--------------------------------------- 0 
For towes--------------------------------------------- 0 For hurdles to be jumps for them ________________________ 3 
For making of them ____________________________________ 0 
For one to go to Tinmouth for the lord to sit upon the 

s. d. 
06 8 
14 0 
06 0 
10 0 
08 0 

assize as judge--------------------------------------- 0 06 0 
For the executioner for his pains------------------------- 8 14 0 
For his · expenses there---------------------------------- 0 16 4 

About this time the persecution of witches raged in Scotland 
with great violence. The "witches' bridle," an instrument of 
unspeakable torture used on the women, is thus describeQ: 
. Iron collars, or witches' bridles, are still preserved in vqrious parts of 

Scotland which had been used for such iniquitous purposes. These 
instruments were so constructed that by means of a loop which passed 
over the head a piece of iron having four points or prongs was forcibly 
thrust into the mouth, two of these being directed to the tongue and 
palate, the others pointing outward to each cheek. This infernal ma
chine was secured by a padlock. At the back of the collar was fixed a 
ring by which to attach the witch to a staple in the wall of her cell. 
Thus equipped, and day and night waked and watched by some sklllful 
person appointed by her inquisitors, the unhappy creature, after a few 
days of such discipline, maddened by the misery of her· forlorn and 
helpless state, would be rendered fit for confessing anything in order 
to b~ rid of the dreg of her life. .At intervals fr~sh examinations took 
place, and th'ey were repeated from time to time until her " contumacy," 
as it was termed, was subdued. Tbe clergy and Kirk sessions appear 

year 1484. · . . 1 

Chivalrous love of man for women.: The record is the same, 
as is always · found where one sect is give supreme power over 
another. Human beings are individuals. The same love of 
individual fr.eedom found · ill man is found -in woman. We are 
born of a common mother. How could brothers and sisters 
fail to have aspirations and ambitions in common? 

But it was not alone in England and Europe . that these 
atrocities against women were practiced. Who has not heard 
of the Rev. Cotton Mather and Salem and Boston executions 
for witchcraft? Oh, they were chivalrous in those days to 
women. · · 

The Massachusetts colony caused a law to be enacted order
ing women suspected to be stripped naked and carefully ex
amined. by a male "witch pricker" to see if there was not a 
devil's mark upon them. .A wart or mole would be found and 
that fact would be proyen at the trial as a conclusive proof of 
guilt. Pure and noble women of unusual 11ower of intellect 
were persecuted in those days. Women that stood for better
ing women's condition. They had visions, they drea.med dreams. 

There were antis in those days as now. They said, "Why 
agitate to better .the condition qf women? They dQ not warit 
these burdens. They are satisfied." 1\Irs. Anne Hutchin on was 
persecuted to her death for no other offense than for having 
views of her own whjch she dared preach to men. She had an 
intellect towering far aboYe the men of her day, but the anties 
gloried in her downfall. They ridiculed her · just li.ke the'y 
ridiculed Dr. Anna Shaw, . .Mrs. Antonette Funk, l\IisS Alice 
Paul, and others who are deyoting themselves to this work -to-" 
day. 

SHIILAll TREAT.:IIE~T TO-DAY, 

~!embers may say that is au old dosed chapter. I hold .that 
it shows what women have had to contend with. and that 
fairness in . considering her pre ent power and capabilities de
mand a consideration of these awful chapters of her past his-
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tory. And then how -it does. tear up- this "natural-chivalry '1 

argument. . 
Suppose, however, we open at a more recent page of concur

rent history, "White slavery." ·why was tbe l\!ann white-slave 
law enacted? Was it only bad women that suffered in supplying 
victims for the "necessary" lust of man? Was not that whole
sale trade, which is still carried on, accompanied by a punish
ment of woman for the gratification of "chivalrous man" about 
as gross persecution as the tortures administered to the witches? 
Big men defend the maintenance of districts and hundreds of 
women there as white slaves to please chivalrous men. They 
have landlords who contribute to campaign funds, and it is 
better to conserve the revenues of their landlords at home than 
to break up the districts under the Kenyon red-light ·law and 
cutter the evil. Read the report of the vice commission of 

Chicago and study for a while the means used to capture and 
lure good girls into -these traps, .and .then probably you will re
vise your views so far as depending on the rhivalry of men is 
concerned. 

WO!\IA~'S STATUS IN THE HOME. 

The home argument is the master reasvn why women should 
vote. If ·they are queens in the home they should have a voice 
in framing rules under which they must exercise their sover
eignty. It is very hard to think of a law lliat does not affect 
the home. The price of food, the quality of the milk, the rate o( 
rent-all these things affect her directly. Are not the women 
interested in the enactment of pure-food laws? Under legis
lative enactments designing ones have put profits above honesty. 
They have poisoned food to make dividends. They misbranded 
drugs, patent medicines, and every form of household necessi
ties. Tomato catsup was composed of putrid ingredients. 
Frozen _and desiccated eggs were placed on the market. Black 
olives were manufactured of decomposed substances. Ice cream 
was treated with boric acid. Coffee was poisoned with lead 
chromate. Flour was bleached with nih·operoxide. Olive oil 
was mixed with cottonseed oil. Flu Yoring extract was diluted 
with wood alcohol. Spices were combined with foreign rna-

, terial. .Milk, skimmed and watered, was sold at full price. 
Peas-, chicory, and cereals were mixed with th~ coffee. Flour 
and shells formed a part of chocolate and cocoa. Cane sirup 
was diluted with maple sirup. Candy was finished with shellac 
coating. Habit-forming drugs were sold under pretense of 
curing disease. Yet women haYe no interest in legislation. 

Women, you say, are queens of the home. They would lose 
that valuable privilege and honor if they were to vote. Do you 
suppose a mother is not more interested in pure milk for her 
baby than in being cajoled with the empty title of " Queen" ? 
If pure milk can only be had by proper sanitation rules and 
health regu1'ltions, does not common sense suggest that those 
who best understand nnd most earnestly desire pure milk 
should have a voice in who makes the rules? The individual 
who can not understand that ought · to go to some governmental 
authority and surrender his citizenship and admit that be does 
not understand anything about representative government or 
the power a group of individuals possess by being a part of a 
constituency. The suggestion that the ballot would dethrone 
a "queen" is as silly as it sounds. 

But they say women would be rinsexed if they had the ballot. 
They were still women after 9,000,000 and more had been tor
tured to death as witches. The white-slave h·affi.c prospered all 
those years until. an awakened sentiment compelled the passage 
of the Mann Act and abatement laws in several States, and 
the suffrage State of California led in the enforcement of the 
Mann Act, but the women survived it all. A more ridiculous 
argument could hardly be suggested Women brave all the 
hardships of pioneer life; they surviYe the horrors of war, 
panics, hard times, poverty, and all that, but to vote once every 
year or two would make them masculine. One who does not 
live in a suffrage State and a suffrage home can not understand 
how unspeakably senseless the suggestion is. Still men make it 
sincerely, and the antis talk about it as though they believed 
in it as sincerely as the antis 250 years ago in Europe and later 
in Salem believed in the witchcraft persecutions. 

Antis; why, when the Chinese women revolted against being 
decreed soulless and having their feet bound and all the other 
heathern practices perpetrated against them, there were antis 
who wanted to stand pat. They said the vast majority of 
Chinese women were satisfied. 

There are 30,000,000 Moslem women in India. About 29,999,-
000 of these women are "satisfied" and only 1,000 are trying to 
better things. There are about l,OOO antis or standpatters who 
deplore the tendencies of the other· thousand to .rnspire new 
ideas · which involve new resppnsibilities on that vast sleeping 
"satisfied" multitude liv.ing .in ha~·ems and und~r SlJ'!:>jection 

and ownership to a degree that blights the intellect and checks 
all progress. · 

SUBORDINATION OF ONE SEX TO THE OTHER WRONG IN ITSELF. 

John Stuart Mill tlms summarizes the whole proposition: 
The principle which regulates the 'existing social relations between 

the two sexes-the legal . suboroination of one sex to the other-is 
wrong in itself, and now one of the chief hindrances to human improve~ 
ment; and it ought to be replaced by a principle of perfect equality, 
admitting no power or privilege on the one side nor disability on the 
other. . 

AN ECO~Ol\IIC QUESTION. 

Why is it that the .American Federation of · Labor is for 
suffrage? Why are the workers, both North and South, in 
faYor of letting women vote? It is simply because they are 
compelled by economic conditions to work side lzy side with the 
women. Every woman worker in industry takes the place of 
a man worker. And these men who toil know that women must 
be taught to appraise rightly their own individual worth and 
responsibility. I recently visited Jacksonville, Fla., and I 
found there the State Federation of Labor of Florida for 
equal suffrage by official resolution. 'The same story is told in 
practically every Southern State as well as Northern State. 
This is a great economic question and demands settlement as 
such. There is only one ultimate settlement of the proposition. 
Women are as sure to win the ballot as representative govern
ment is to endure. 

I was in the State of Te,xas recently. I talked to college in
structors, to public men and women, to laborers and mechanics, 
and I ·found a strong sentiment for suffrage. The Houston 
Chronicle, of Houston, Tex., recently published the following 
editorial: 

THE SUFFRAGE CO:I\'TENTION, 

The forty-fifth annual woman suffrage convention is now in session at 
Washington, D. C. 

Needless to say, it is the greatest gathering of its kind ever held and 
marks the climax to a series of achievements which woman, as a political 
factor, scarcely would have dared to dream of 45 years ago. 

What would · motherly Mrs. Washington think, and how wouJd the 
recalcitrant niece of Andrew Jackson rejoice, to see this great assem
blage of women deliberating within the very shadow of the dome of the 
Nation's Capitol and planning a descent upon Congress with a mile of 
petitions demanding a constitutional amendment fot· equal suffrage? 

•.rruJy the world is moving forward at a tremendous pace. No won
der that thinkers and philosophers shudder when they behold the 
rapimty with which movements and reforms shape themselves and come 
into being. 

Within the past 150 years manhood suffrage has become a recognized 
factor in world politics. Most of the great nations have already 
aClopted it, and those still lagging behind have ·given up all hope of 
permanently checking the tide of popular rule and are only seeking to 
temporize and delay. 

Within the past uO years womanhood · suffrage has made itself felt 
in almost every quarter of the world. 

Those who count themselves still young can remember when it was 
r.corned and scoffed at ac; merely a madcap scheme. To-day it is greeted 
in a far different tone. Its opponents profess to fear its effect upon the 
race. First ridicule and then alarm~these are the ever-present weapons 
of the conservative. 

Little by little its opponents grow few in number· and less in strength. 
Little by little the opposition is shriveling up. 

Occasionally a Tillman or a Watterson wails forth a warning from 
the twilight zone, but he is usually s.n old man who dotes on the past 
and longs for the times and traditions of his childhood. 

In the meantime the woman-suffrage movement grows apace. Already 
it has accomplished- its purpose in 10 States of the Union ; already it 
has become a factor to. be reckoned with in the politics of the Nation. · 

Presently the suffrage leaders will present their reams of signed peti.
tions to Congress. The next national political conventions that meet 
will be obliged to grapple with the great question thus prominently 
thrust forward. Condemn it they may, but ignore it they can not. 

TM sarcasm of Greeley, the warnings of Watterson, and the tirades 
of TILLMAS rue away. The world remembers such women aa Elizabeth, 
Victoria, Lucretia Mott, George Eliot, Frances Willard, Julia Ward 
Howe, and the example of how they lived and what they accomplished 
is too much to be overcome by the ridicule of writers and orators. 

Ilowever opinions may differ as to its effects upon politics or sociol
ogy, no one who has given serious thought to the subject can fail to 
realize that the woman-suffrage movement has come to stay; that it 
is deeply rooted in the soil of progress and development, and that it 
will grow and continue to grow until the whole civilized world is made 
to feel the power of its inherent strength. 

At the front door of the statehouse in llichmond, Va., I re
cently addressed an audience estimated at more than a thou
sand on the subject, and I found a hearty response in that city. 
The child-labor problem demands not only the resolutions of 
women's clubs, but their vote. The Federation of Women's 
Clubs in this country realizes the fact, and that organization is 
for equal suffrage. · 

There is .no reasonable argument against equal suffrage. 
Opposition to it is more or less temperamental or psychological. 
.All of a sudden men see what fools they have been in opposing 
it, and they are its most ardent supporters ever after. It is 
not a State-rights matter at all. The southern Members are 
not opposed to this amendment for · that reason at all. The 
simple truth is ' they .have not become enlightened to the facts 
of the case. Civilization has marched right on by them in this 
partic_ula~ .. ~eg~rd. That 1t is no~ a political trouble_ with them 
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is shown by the· fact that the Methodist ·Churcb So-nth will not 
allow women to vote in or become delegates to the church con
ference, while the Methodist :Church North takes the opposite 
view. Of course, we can hardly expect a people who will not 
allow women to vote in the church to allow them to vote in the 
State. The trouble is they have not waked up on this point. 
But the South, which is so progressive on many other matters, 
will wake up on this. There are notable exceptions to the role 
now. . 

It is not only a fact that women do not get fair and honest
forget chi"Valric-treatment in industry when comparing pay 
and ·other conditions with the pay and consideration given 
men, but the same rule prevails in the civil service of the Gov
ernment and ' in..the Government departments. Recently I com
piled some figures on this feature, and Agnes E. Ryan, in the 
Woman's Journal, of Boston, related and commented on my 
findings in that journal as follows: 
DISCillM~ATlO~-ID>ECrAL .HA.NDICAPS TO WHICH WOllE~ A.RE SUBJECTED 

.L~ EAJL."TING A LIVL"'\G UNDER THE CIVIL SERVICE BOTH AT THE CAI'ITAL 
AliD I~ THE COUNTRY AT LAnGE. 

Everybody knows that lt is harder fur a woman to earn a living than 
tt is for a man. In the :first place, fewer positions are open to women, 
and, in the s.ecmid place, women usually have to work for smaller pay 
than do men for the same kind and the same amount of work. 

It is generally supposed that where the civil-service rules apply to 
po itions, whether they be in the same departments at Washington or 
in the country at large, women are not handicapped by the mere !o.ct 
that they are women and not men. Such seems to be the case, however, 
although it is not certain whether the handicap comes from being 
women or merely from being voteless. · 

The facts and figures have been brought to our attention by Hon. 
J. W. BBYAN, Representative at large from the State of Washington. 
They a1·e com{liled from figures printed in the CONGRESSIO~AL RECOBD 
of February 12. They show the number of men and women who were 
examined for work in the departments at Washlngton during the year 
ending June 30, 1912, and the number of men and women who passed 
and who were appointed. The second table shows similar figures which 
apply to the country at large. 

IN DEPARTMENTS AT WASHINGTON. 

Examined. Passed. Per cent. 

ts a:n uiustratlon of advertisements issued by the Civil Service Com 
mi~s,ion in seeking stenographers and others : • 

SEc. 276. Stenographers and typewriters who are competent and 
willing to accept the usual salaries offered-men $900 women $720-
hav~ much greater prospects fo.r appointment than applicants for other 
clencal positions. The supply of male eligibles willing to accept the 
usual e~trance salary is not equal to the demand. An excellent oppor 
tunity 1s therefore ·open to competent stenographers and typewriters, 
from States whlch have not received their full quota of appointments 

"So we see a discrimination as to amount of salary as well as tO 
.sex. Recently, out of 368 examinations, 314 of them were closed to 
women." 

One would have supposed that the very principle of civil service 
would have forbidden this discrimination against women J1 they were 
allowed to take the examinations at all. It seems, however, that in 
getting a position under the civil service a woman meets a fourfold 
handicap--she may not tak(' the examinations ; she may not pass; she 
may not be appointed when she does pass -; she hn.s t9 accept a lower 
salary than does a man for the same po ition even if she is appointed 
Truly the woman's road is a hard one if she works for the Government 
under civil-service rules. We leave it to our readers to answer whether 
these or similar handicaps- apply to women in earning their living in 
other walks of life. 

And does it not all come of being a woman, whlch, being interpreted 
means being voteless? 

AGYES E. RYAN. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. ?IIDRDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 

gentleman from Michigan [Mr. MAcDoNALD]. 
Mr. 1\L\.cDONALD. Mr. Speaker, in the debates during this 

session of Congress I ha"Ve listened many times to Members 
who have bad a great deal to say·about intellectua~ integrity 
I ha"Ve Ustened, during the debate on the prohibition amend 
ment and during this debate on the suffrage amendment, for 
some signs of that intellectual integrity on the part of those 
who oppose these 1·esolutions. We are told here time and time 
again that equal suffrage for women imposes an additional 
burden upon the women's shoulders. We are told that it vio 
lates the sacred precincts of the home. We are told that it 
destroys that wonderful thing that they call "chivalry," when 
as a matter of fact those who make those arguments know that 
they are absolute, unmitigated nonsense. They may use tb.(m 
for consumption on the fioor of this House, but in private con 

Male ...•.• _ .••• ·-·_·- ...•..••.•.•••••.•....... 
Female ... _ .••••.. ___ ...••.•..••.••..•.•...•••. 

2, 557 
1,146 

34 versa tion and in the cloakroom and in their offices they do not .. 
44 use any such kind of buncombe. [Laughter in the galleries.] 

Male.·-···········-·······················-··· 
Female ____ •••••..••.. _ .••..••• _ •• _.~·._._._ .•. 

Passed. 

2,557 
1,1!6 

Appointed. Per cent. 

560 
121 

22 
10! 

~ DEPABTME~TS OUTSIDE OF WASHINGTON. 

Male .••• _-.·--·--· •.•..•••.•••••••••••••.••... 
Female---········-········-···········-··-·-·-

Examined. 

46, 297 
4,551 

Passed. 

Passed. I p., oont. 

26,311 56 
3,425 75 

Appointed. Per cent. 

They frankly · admit the facts when they discuss the suffrage 
amendment to the Constitution; as, for instance, when you 
ask a .Member how his district is on suffrage nine times out of 
ten he will tell you whether it is wet or dry; and that shows 
the influences-and the real infiuences-that are at worli on 
this question of equal suffrage. As a matter of fact, these high 
fiown dreams of chivalry and protection for woman, as I said 
before, are absolute nonsense, and the men who make that 
argument must know that it is nonsense. 

The women of the country to-day who are denanding equal 
suffrage the most are the women who need it the most. They 
are the women who by reason of our industrial conditions have 
been forced out into the world and come in contact with intoler 
able conditions that drive them to come to Congress in the hope of 
finding some remedy under the law so that they may live, ju t 
the same as men are driven to seek some remedy so that their 

Male ....... ·················- -··u··-·-·····-· 
Female ............ _ ..•• ·-·· ... ~·· .. ~··-·-· ... 

_26, 311 
3,425 

6,495 
782 

conditions of life may be remedied. 
~ Now, another stock argument that is made here is that this 

From these figures it will be seen that although about four women to 
thTee men passed the examination for work under the civil-service Tules 
in Washington, when it came to getting positions men were appointed 
In the ratio of more than two to one. In the eountry at large seven 
women to five men pas ed the examination, but in appointing candi
dates to positions the , men were favored in the ratio of 24 per cent to 
20 per cent. 

Representative BRYA.."'< comes from a State where equal snft:rage is in 
operation. He brought out these figures in a speech in Congress re
garding "An act to regulate the hours of employment and safeguard 
the health of females employed Ln the District of Columbia." An at
tempt was being made by Mr. BRYAN and others to establish an eight
hour day or a 48-hour week for women. In this connection he said : 
" I am certainly in favor of this eight-hour law for women workers. 
:We ha-ve it in my State of Washington, and it works welL" (An equal 
suffrage State.] 

Regarding employment for women in Government positions, ~Ir. 
BnYA:q said: " I Tecently malle an investigation of the opportunity for 
women to gain employment offered by the Government as compared 
With the opportunity offered to men. I notice the census of 1910 
showed that in post offices in cities of 'T5,000 or more population in the 
United States there were 1,646 male clerks and 12 female clerks. ·Such 
a contrast proves conclusively that opportunity is not equal between 
.the .sexes in the e ofliees. To begin with, the examinations are all eon
.ducted by men, under rules provided by men. Then it is especially pro
vided that femininity may be held a bar to service in almost every 
(lepartment of governmental activity. Color is not to be a bar, but 
no female can get a job in the average Government position unless the 
particular boss in charge wants _a woman. Thus any woman who llolds 
such a job does not have to thank the Government for her job, like the 
mltll clerk, but generally ·she is under obligation to some man for wiliv- · 
i:og the sex bar. 

''Salaries of men and women are .no.t .equal. Women ·invarlablf are 
paid a lower salary, especially 1n ·Government 11ervice. '-The following 

is an unconstitutional way of providing equal suffrage. The 
Constitution provides that this is exactly the wa~ in which 
the Constitution may be amended, and it sounds strange to my 
ears that any Member of Congress should stand up here and 
say that the National Government is settling anything wnen 
the Congress votes to submit this que lion to the people as 
pronded by the Constitution. The National Go"Vernment is 
not, and Congress is not, endeavoring or attempting to settle 
anything. Congress is doing what they haYe always admitted 
they ought to do. They are submitting to the sovereign States 
of the · Union for amendment of the Constitution a provision 
that an overwhelming mass of citizens ha"Ve petitioned for 
That is the issue. Aside from the merits of the suffrage ques 
tion, that is the issue that confronts the Member of Congress 
who casts his vote to-day, whether he is willing to submit a 
constitutional amendment to be adopted according to the pro 
visions of the Constitution when an over!Vhelming mass of the 
citizenship of the country petition for that ubmi sion. 

Mr. GORDON. .Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from .Michigan yi-eld 

to the gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. 1\!AcDONALD. Yes. 
Mr. GORDON. The _people of my State Tejected woman 

-suffrage by 182,000 last fall. Do you think that they are 
demanding tb.ot we 'force it upon them by .Federal act? 

Mr. "1\IAcDO_._:rALD. They say, nlso, that the 'People in my 
State, 'Michigan, rejected suffrage by .a respectable majority 
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As a matter of fact, the liquor interests stole the vote in Mich
fgan. [Applause in the galleries.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. ~!AcDON.AI..D. I do not know anything about Ohio, but 

it may be so there. 
The SPEAKER. The Ohair did not tcy to stop the gentle

man from speaking. He was trying to stop the people in the 
galleries from applauding. They are here by the courtesy of 
this House, and they must neither applaud nor show their 
dissent. If they do, the Ohair will clear the galleries. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker,· will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MAcDONALD. Yes. 
Mr. SA.l.'\fUEL W. SMITH. I understand you say the liquor 

interests of Michigan stole the vote away from the ladies the 
lust time the matter was submitted? 

Mr. MAcDONALD. I think I did not say that. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. It was lost by 96,000 in Michigan. 

Do I understand you say the liquor interests defeated that prop
osition the last time it was submitted? 

Mr. MAcDONALD. If I said that, I made a mistake. I meant 
when it -was submitted in 1912. 

Now I would like to say, in answer to the gentleman from 
Ohio--
. The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 

has expired. 
Mr. MURDOCK. .Ml. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman two 

minutes more. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is recognized 

for two minutes more. 
Mr. MAcDONALD. I do not know anything about the condi

tions in Ohio but I know that the interests that opposed suf
frage are mu~h better satisfied to take their chances in control~ 
ling the machinery of elections in the States than they are to 
have the question submitted for adoption as a national amend-
ment to the Constitution. · 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield again? 
Mr. MAcDONALD. ·Because they are intrenched in most of 

the States to a greater or less degree, and in many of the States, 
as has been demonstrated in Michigan, they are able to stifle 
the real expression of the people and prevent the honest record 
being made of the vote. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield further? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield to 

the gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. M.A.cDONALD. Yes. 
Mr. GORDON. You admit that you do not know anything 

about the conditions in Ohio. Do you not think it would be 
safe to trust the people with suffrage there in their own State? 

Mr. MAcDONALD. I do not know about the conditions in 
Ohio. If the required number of States in the Union voted to 
amend the Constitution, I do not know why Ohio should not 
take the same treatment as is provided for the rest of the States 
by the Constitution. Ohio could not stipulate when she came 
into the Union as to how the Constitution should be amended, 
and it is not for a State to determine how the majority of the 
States shall rule in regard to the amendment of the Constitu
tion. They say this is a State matter. 

Mr. GORDON. That is what I say. 
Mr. MAcDONALD. Yes; but who shall say that the people of 

the United States shall not amend their Constitution when they 
take the way to amend that Constitution which the Constitution 
itself provides? And what right has Ohio or any other State to 
say that they will not agree to that? 

Now, as I say, Mr. Speaker, an overwhelming mass of citizens 
of this country have petitioned the American Congress simply to 
submit, in the way required by the Constitution, this question; 
and the question you have to answer is, Are you going to say 
yes or no by . your vote? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. HENRY. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. ABERCROMBIE]. 

Mr. ABERCRO~IBIE. Mr. Speaker, while I indorse the prop
osition that the priYilege of voting should be extended to women 
on equal terms with men, and while I have no doubt that ulti
mately the women of the United States will be given the ballot, 
i feel constrained to oppose the adoption of the pending resolu
tion. 

As a believer in the principle of local self-government, I have 
a strong conviction that those functions which can be performed 
as effectively by the States as by the Federal Government 
should be left with the States. Subscribing as I do to this doc
trtne, it is my firm opinion that as far as possible the States, 
each for itself, should retain the power to prescribe qualifica-

tions and administer regulations for the exercise of the \oting 
privilege. 

If conditions relative to the character, intelligence, and ca· 
pacity of individuals, classes, and races were the same, or ap
proximately the same, in all of the States, it would be possible 
without danger to delegate this power to the ~ederal Govern
ment, but it is a matter of common knowledge that such condi
tions vary widely, sometimes even within the same State. 

It has ever been a contention of the Democratic Party that 
the regulation of the ballot is and should remain a function of 
the State governments. At a caucus of the Democratic Members 
of this Congress the following resolution was adopted by a rec
ord vote of more than 2 to 1 : 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this caucus that the question of 
suffrage is a State and not a Federal question. 

Notwithstanding the widespread publicity given the measure 
under consideration, I have received but one request to support 
it, and that came to-day in the form of a telegram signed by five 
of my constituents. This would seem to indicate that the men 
and women of Alabama concur in the belief that the regulation 
of the franchise should remain a State function.. For these and 
other reasons I can not see my way clear to support the pending 
proposition, a proposition that has for its object a transfer to 
the Federal Government of a portion of the heretofore reserved 
power of the States to fix and regulate qualifications for voting. 

However, I believe in the principle of suffrage for women, 
and great as is my faith in the doctrine of local self-government, 
if I thought that in the matter of citizenship the women of our 
country could secure reeognition equal with men only through 
an amendment of the Federal Constitution, I would waive my 
objections and in the absence of an expression from my con
stituents support such an amendment. If further consideration 
of the subject should lead me to that conclusion, I shall not hesi
tate to follow reason and conscience. [Applause.] 

As a friend of the movement looking toward the enfranchise
ment of women, I shall take advantage of this opportunity to 
discuss the subject of equal suffrage from the viewpoint of 
those who ·believe that the matter should be determined State 
by State. 

NEW :MOVEMENTS OPPOSED. 

Historic record and personal experience teach us that every 
new movement has been opposed, and, strange as it may seem, 
the most strenuous opposition has come frequently from those 
who in the end have reaped greatest benefits. Ridicule and 
persecution have been the weapons employed. In many in
stances the advocates of new ideas have been grossly persecuted, 
sometimes even unto death. 

It should not be surprising, therefore, that the effort to secure 
the ballot for women has been and still is opposed by }J('ople of 
intelligence, character, and influence-e-ven by women them
selves. While such opposition is a cause for regret, there is en
couragement in the fact that, although every proposed advance 
in civilization has been resisted, whatever has been founded in 
truth and justice has prevailed ultimately. [Applause.] 

A WORLD MOVEMENT. 

The past century has been characterized by several world
wide movements, notably those looking toward univer~al de
mocracy and universal education. While these movements have 
been the natural fruits of the germs of aspiration and growth 
implanted in the human soul by Almighty God, they haYe been 
nurtured and hastened by that other and greater movement, all
comprehensive in scope, which was inaugurated some 2.000 
years ago when the angels sang "Peace on earth, good will to
ward men.~' 

One of the most hopeful results of the spread of education 
and democracy is that which reveals itself in the gradua l eman
cipation of woman. 

In ancient times woman was accorded no rights except the 
right to bear children, to keep the home, to do the drudgery, 
to make a living for the family, while the lord of creation, 
m[].n, devoted himself to idleness or to warfare. At the be
ginning of the Christian era, eyen, she wns not permitted to 
take an active part in church affairs, could neither speak nor 
teach, was commanded to learn in silence and to look shame
faced. Choice in marriage was denied her, and she was little 
more than a beast of burden-a s1a ve to the husband. 

Not until well within the Christian era did woman's condi
tion improve materially. Even under the common lnw of Eng
land and that of America the wife's property became the prop
erty of the husband, she was forbidden to make contracts. and 
her earnings belonged to the husband. Only a century ago 
most of the trades and professions were closed to woman. the 
benefits of education were withheld, and in all things she was 
regarded ·as man's inferior. 
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Under the march of ci viTizution these oM, brrrbarie, and 
oppressive laws and customs are passing away, and in m~st 
countries, our own especially, woman may enter practieally all 
of the vocations and avocations ; may inherit, own, and dispose 
of property; may marcy Of' not,. as she chooses~ may attend 
church, scllool, an<l college on equal terms with man. 

TEST OF' CITIZE~SHIP. 

Woman's emancipation has progressed to the extent tllat she 
is accorded almost every privileg~ enjoyed I>y man. In the 
'United States there remains but one material or fundamental 
exception, and that relates to the ballot. Except in !2' of the 
States, she may not vote. Why may she not voter Because of 
physical infirmity? No; she performs successfully arduous 
physical duties. Because of mental weakness? No; she wins 
highest honors in our schools and colleges: Because of rack 
of moral character? No; she· possesses more than her share of 
morality. Because of deficiency in }ilattiotism? No; she- is 
heroie and self-sacrificing in time of war. Because- of exemp 
tion from taxation? No; her property bears the same- tax rate 
as man's. Because of relief from obedience to law? No; for 
violation of the law her punishment is the same a that of man. 
Then, why may she not vote? Solely because she is woman. 

The right to vote is the most potent,. and should be the most 
highly prized, of civic prerogatives. It is a right that can 
not be safely exercised when its possessor is steeped in igno,. 
ranee ur wickedness or superstition, for he is then at tile mercy 
o-f passi.on or prejudice ·or designing men. Intelligen<;!e and 
character are the essential qualification ; these. are possessed 
in equal degree by men_ and w(}men~ • 

Is there any reason why sex should be a greater barrier 
against T"oting than against conducting a busines~ or manag
ing a farm, or working in a :factory, or editing a. paper, ox 
writing a. book. or clerking in. a. store, or tea<:hing in a school? 
If there is no sex in taxation, no sex in legal punishment, no sex 
in busine s or industry, no. sex in education, why have sex in 
the ballot? Why not make intelligence tatller than sex. the 
supreme test of citizenship, [Applause.} 

GROWTH Oli' MOVEME~T. 

Either full or limited suffrage has been extended to. womeill 
in many foreign countries, and the subject is under considera
tion in every civilized nation. In 11 of our States full suffrage 
has been granted ; partial suffrage has been conferred in about 
25; and in all, except those that have acted, equal suffrage is a 
growing issue. 

When it is remembered that only 75 years ago women could 
not vote anywhere except, to a limited extent, in Sweden and 
a few other countries of the Old World, the present status of 
the movement is both remarkable and encouraging. No other 
fundamental reform of modern times has advanced more rap
Idly. A mo\ement that progresses so rapidly must be based 
upon something more than mere sentiment. Upon what lS the 
mo\ement based? I answer: Upon developing reason and con
science; upon the eternal principles of right and ·instice; upon. 
the civilizing influenres of the gospel of loTe and light and life. 

Woman's emancipation, like othel' civil developments, has 
been evolutionary. PrimitiTe man had no organized society. 
In ancient times only a small minority of men voted. The ma
jority were hal! citizens or slaves. Full citizenship w,as lim
ited to the few and was difficult to attain. Even in colonial 
days the voting privilege- was exercised only by those men who 
could qualify as to birth, religion, and propertyr 

WOllmi ARE QUALIFIED 

When the Federal Constitution wa~ adopted the wom-en of 
America were uneducated. Only a small percentage of them 
could even read and write. It did not occur to the founders of 
the Republic that the time would come when every State would 
maintain at public expense a free-school system open to both 
boys and girls, when women would be admitted to high schools, 
colleges, and univeli'sities upon equal terms with men, and 
when women would be as well or better~ educated than men. 
That time has come, and our women are qnalliled for the ballot 
No country has ever taken into its electorate a body of new 
voters so well prepared as are our women. 

Women should have the ballot, because they are qualified and 
many desire it ; because they are required to pay taxes and obey 
the laws; because they suffer from bad government; because 
they know the needs of women and children; because they 
would be the better able to serve the public wel!are; because 
about 8,000,000 women are engaged in gainful occupations, and 
their health, as well as that of future citizens, is endangered 
frequently by evil working conditions which can be remedied 
only through legislation; because governments derive their just 
powers from the consent of the governed. 

According to our theory of government the people are the 
rulers. This should be true in practice as well as theory. 

All who- bear the burdens af go\ern.ment shouid, so far as they 
are capacitated, share in its ptivilege:t 

We can never have an ideal democracy so long ru;. half of the 
people who are qualified for uffrage are irrespohsible und in· 
adequately protected. [Applause.] 

GOOD> B'O~ ME:'i. 

We should have equal suffrage for what it will do for man 
as well as what it will do foiL woman. Cooper::rtion upon equal 
terms in the solution if common problems-in the bearing of 
general burdens, in the meeting of public dangers-broadellif 
n:nd strengtl'l.ro and uplifts nil who participate. 

Wherever men and women work toO'ether upon equal terms 
we find harmony, mutual helpfulness, efficiency. Tills is true in 
business, social, and religions life. '.rhat it i equally true in 
politicul affairs fs attested by reliable re.portS1 from every State 
rmd country in which women vote. 

GOOD FOR STATE. 

Yotes for women wourd be good for go-rerument. Woman's 
help is needed in the solution of pending problems. Vital issues 
press upon us. Never in the history of the country ha.\e we 
been confronted with so many perplexing problems, so. many 
threatening dangers. 

These problem ha\e developed under mans domination; man 
has not been able to solve them; man alone can not solve them. 
The situation calls for all of the intelligence, character, and 
patriotism · of which both sexes are pos~ssed. "In the multi
tude of counsellors there is safety." 

That woman suffrage is good for government is thoroughly 
established. .Mrs. Jnlia Ward Howe took a cen us of the min~ 
isters and editors of the suffrage States, asking whether the re
sults had been good or bad. The replies of Epi copal ministers 
were fa\orable more than 2 to 1; of Baptist mini ter , 7 to 1; 
of Congregationar mini:sters, about 8 to 1; of .Methodist minis
ters, more than 10 to 1; of' Presbyterian mini ter , more than 
11 to 1 ; and of the editors, more than 8 to 1. 

The consensus of opinion among these reputn:b!e men is that 
equal suffrage ha proved to be good:_good for women, good for 
men, good for the home, good for politics, good for tile Stnte. 
Similar testimony come from every foreign country in which 
women vote. We accept such evidence in oilier matters, why 
not in this? 

OBJECTIONS A..~SWERED'. 

What are the objectiuns nrged' ngainst suffrage for women? 
If it be claimed that the majority of women do not desire the 

ballot and would not \Ote, I answer that right and justice can 
not be estimated in numbers; .that a majority of the men seldom 
yote; that if any number ot qualified women desire the ballot 
it should not be denied them; that in a democracy all people 
qualified by intelligenc~ and character should be not only per-
mitted but encouraged to vote. · 

If it be claimed that good women would not vote~ I answer 
that good women do \ote wherever permitted. For mm·e than 
20 years they have voted in Colorado, a State alleged by stu
dents of government to have the most ad-r:mced code of laws in 
the world for the protection of women and chltd'ren. 

If it be claimed tha:t women wfio \ote must do police duty and 
go to wa:r, 1 answer that men unfit for such serYices. vote; that 
some kinds of police duty eould be performed by women ; that 
in time of war taxes and nurses are as necessa.I.y as arms and 
~~m . 

If it. be cfaimed that women_ who vote must be allowed to hold' 
offiee, I answer that all men do not hold office, though r con
cede that most of them woulil not object; that many of:lrces could 
be a.s well or better filled by women; that man s greed for 
monopoly in offi.ceholding should not be permitted to stand in the 
way or political and social ju tice. 

If it be claimed that women have enough to do without voting 
and that voting would interfere with woman s work, I answer 
that the same. could be said of men; that voting:' requ.ire but 
little time and couid be done on the way to or- from the market; 
that it does not interfere with man's business. 

If it be claimed that equal suffrage would double the number 
of the ignorant, the criminal, and the foreign voter , I an w r 
that more- girls than boys attend the school ; that women are as 
well educated as men; that but one criminal in twenty is a 
woman; that the number of native·born women is ten times as 
large as that of foreign-born. 

If it be claimed that it would increase the cost of elections, 
I answer that the voting privilege should not be valued in dolo. 
lars and eents. It might as well be claimed that the number of 
male voters should be reduced in order to lower the cost of 
elections. 

If it be claimed that women are represented by men and can 
ma.ke laws by indirect influence, I answer that law enforcement 
is as imperta.nt as law enactment and both can be had better 
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by direct than by indirect influence; that men would .not be 
willing for women to represent them at the polls; that govern
ment without the consent of the governed is undemocratic and 
tyrannical. 

If it be claimed that woman's special sphere is the home, I 
indorse the proposition, and answer that politics has to do 
directly and vitally with the safety, the efficiency, and the hap
piness of the home; that many of the functions of the old-time 
home have been transferred to the ma.rket, the bakery, the 
dairy, the packing house, the laundry, the factory, the water 
'and light plants, the public school, and the various departments 
of government, all of which are regulated by laws, whose wise 
enactment and efficient enforcement depend directly upon the 
exercise of the voting privilege. Without the ballot it is evi
dent that woman is powerless adequately to protect the family 
and develop the home. She should have every right, privilege, 
and power necessa.ry to enable her to make the most of her 
special sphere-the home-that ancient, sacred, and noblest of 
hum-an institutions. [Applause.] 

~OSE WHO OPPOSE. 

Who opposes the proposition to extend the ballot to women? 
Those who oppose it may be di-vided into these groups: 

First. Numerous good and intelligent people who have not in
vestigated the subject~ In this group will be found a majority 
perhaps, of the men and women of the country; but this g.roup 
is growing smaller day by day, and will ultimately disappear. 

Second. A small percentage of those who have investigated 
the subject, but with preconceived opinion and deep prejudice. 
Misconception and prejudice do not always yield promptly to 
reason and conscience. This "roup, too, will grow smalle1· as 
the years go by. 

Third. Those who do not belie1e in democracy; those who 
place property rights above human rights; those who are bene
ficiaries of special or illegal privilege. 

Fourth. The forces of vice and crime, of ignorance and preju
dice, of selfishness and injustice. 

COMPLETE EMANCIPATION CERTAIN. 

Women are intelligent, conscientious, and independent. If 
enfranchised, they will vote intelligently, independently, patri
otically. T·he result will be a re1olution in many of the un
toward conditions and tendencies of the times. Su.rely our 
women, in the matter of citizenship, should no longer be classed 
with infants, imbeciles, lunatics, and criminals. 

When one with cleat· mind and open heart considers the mat
ter seriously he comes natu.rally and i.rresistibly to the conclu
sion that this lase of the shackles that bind woman should be 
broken ; that against woman's complete emancipation there re
mains but one argument-tradition-an argument that has its 
foundation in the darkness of barbarism. Such an argument 
can not much longer prevail in this day of education and 
democracy. 

We need equal suffrage for what it will do for women, for 
what it will do for men, for what it will do for the home, for 
what it will do for politics, for what it will do for government. 
If the States refuse or fall to ~rant it within a. reasonable time, 
the privilege may be conferred through an amendment of the 
Federal Constitution. 

I trust that the day is not far distant when Alabama and each 
of the other States will provide for the enfranchisement of 
women who are capable of meeting the qualifications exacted of 
men. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. BxowN] five minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of New York. Mr. Speaker, as a layman I 
hesitate to address myself to any resolution by which it is pro
posed to amend the Constitution of the United States. Yet I 
feel constrained to do so, because some Members of this House 
ha\e coupled an amendment providing for national prohibition 
with this proposed amendment providing for the extension of 
suffrage to women. I do not see that the proposed suffrage 
amendment is in any way similar or bears any relation to the 
prohibition amendment. On the contrary, in its constitutional 
aspect, it is very similar to the amendment recently adopted 
by the States and made a part of the Constitution of the United 
States providing for the direct election of United States 
Senators. 

Does this suffrage resolution seek to invade the principles of 
government on which the Constitution of the United States is 
based and as it was established by our fathers? Out of mere 
reverence-for our institutions, created though they were by men 
who understood the science of government more than any other 
group of men then or since, we ought not, as I conceive, to 
refuse to make a very candid examination of any proposed 
changes in our Constitution. If this proposed amendment should 

bring about any fundamental, or even incidental, change in our 
present form of government, I should be the first to raise my 
voice against it; but I conceive that this proposed amendment 
'Vill, on the conn·ary, tend to adapt the fundamental principles 
of our Government to the conditions of our twentieth centul'YI 
existence. Breathing in every word of our Constitution is the 
ultimate desire to accomplish clean, efficient, and faithful pub
lic service, and I can imagine no better way of realizing these 
.aspirations, of adapting these fundamental principles to present 
conditions, than by extending the suffrage to women. We must 
have the real power and the real responsibility of government 
remain precisely where the fathers placed it-with the people. 
Only by making requisite changes can the framewo.rk of our 
Government be maintained in its original integrity. 

Political freedom has been va.riously defined as the right to 
pursue the highest ends without fear, and as the control of 
those who make a profession of politics by those who do not. 
At the present time almost one-half the Nation is disfran
chised. 

Let us remember that this proposed amendment, if it be 
passed by Congxess, does nothing more than compel one-quarter 
of the States, in the event that three-quarters of the States 
ratify it, to admit to suffrage exactly those persons of the 
female sex who of the male sex by State law are now permitted 
to 1ote. Some States have a poll tax, some an educational test, 
before admitting males to the suffrage. These internal matters 
would not in any way be interfered with should this amend
ment be adopted by Congress and ratified by three-quarters of 
the States. 

At the mature age of 31 yea.rs, having grown up in an atmos
phere of nearly perfect equality between men and women, I 
find it hard to picture the time when women were classed by 
men with idiots, imbeciles, or morons; intellectual children. I 
glance at the record of public high schools in the United States 
for the year 1913 and find that of 1,134,771 students, 55.77 per 
cent were girls and only 44.23 per cent were boys. I notice 
there are 8,000,000 women in the United States to-day engaged 
in gainful occupations. And yet the most casual survey of the 
gradual changes in the laws with regard to the tenure of prop
erty and the guardianship of children in the civilized countries 
of the world gives ample proof that women in 1776 were con
sidered as intellectual children. In the times when our Con
stitution was written the average household was sufficient unto 
itself for rough food, shelte.r, light, heat, and clothing. To-day 
the poorest tenement in the city of New York has plumbingt 
running water, gas, and a stove. Its milk and food are in
spected by a Government official, and its light· and water are 
bought from the Government or companies under its supervision. 
Whoever has seen the garbage and ashes of a million people 
undisposed of for even two days by reason of a blizzard or a 
strike will realize that healthful existence without efficient gov
ernment is impossible. I believe the time has come when it is 
absolutely essential that those whose lives exist at the suffer
ance of a complex civilization should have a direct part in the 
machinery of government. 

I often wonder if the opposition to extending the suffrage to 
women is not instigated by fear of what women may do to those 
in charge of the political machinery of this Government. espe
cially in its smaller subdivisions, rather than by reasons of 
abstract justice. Personally, I have no fear of what the right 
of womPn to vote may do to those who are honestly endeavoring 
to be faithful public servants. This matter has passed beyond 
the experimental stage in those States and countries in which 
women now vote. Can it be that the men are afraid that women 
will usurp their prerogatives? It would seem to me that the 
8,000,000 women now engaged in gainful occupations in the 
United States is a sufficient answer to this objection. In the pro· 
fessions, in the arts, in the sciences, and in the commercial 
world we men are in admitted competition with the other sex. 
The only special privileges remaining to us are to drink, to 
swear, to fight, and to vote. And while it is true that women 
can not fight for their country in the first line of defenses, they 
can and do play a part equally as important in caring for the 
sick and the wounded; and in this occupation, when called for, 
there is as much work as for the soldier, and no glory at all. 

1\fr. Speaker, in the remaining part of my remarks I shall fol
low the thought of the Hon. John Stuart Mill as expressed in a 
speech delive!'ed in the British Parliament on May 20, 1867. By 
many persons even to-day Mr. Mill is considered one of the 
greatest of political economists, and I hale no apology to offer 
for following his thought, but only for such paraphrasing as the 
lapse of 48 yea1·s requires. 

He argues that to deny the suffrage to any citizen of a coun· 
try which has a government such as ours it is necessary to al· 
lege either personal unfitness or public danger. Can it be main· 
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fained ·that women who manage property, conduct business, pay 
taxes, are responsible heads of families, teachers, mothers, are 
incapable of making intelligent decisions at the same polls where 
now public questions are determined by male citizens? Or is it 
supposed that if they were allowed to vote they would revolu
tionize the State, snb\ert any of our valuable institutions, or 
that we should ha\e worse laws or in any single respect worse 
government by reason of their suffrage? No one thinks any
thing of the kind. If women were accustomed to fight with guns 
for their rights, how long would the present practice of taxation 
without representation, an idea repugnant to every citizen and 
one of the chief causes of the war which has resulted in the 
political freedom of the United States, have been possible with-
out a revolution? ' 

The chief objections urged against woman suffrage would 
seem to be that politics is not women's business, and would 
make them neglect their proper duties; that women do not de
sire the suffrage, and would rather not have it; that women 
are sufficiently represented through their male representatives, 
and haTe power enough already. 

Politics, it is said, is not a woman's business. Now, except for 
those who make their li-ving out of politics or those who have 
been elected by the majority of one-half the people to serve all 
the people, I do not think that politics is a man's business, 
either. The great majority of male voters have their own busi
ness, which engrosses nearly the whole of their time; but I have 
ne\er heard that the hours occupied in going to the polls every 
year, e\en if we throw in the time spent in reading current 
political literature in the newspapers and elsewhere, has made 
them neglect their various professions. It is the very principle 
of constitutional liberty that men can and do come from their 
offices, their shops, their facto1ies, and their farms and decide 
bow they will be governed and by whom they will be governed. 

The occupations of most women are, and are likely to remain, 
principally domestic; but the idea that these occupations are 
incompatible with taking an interest in national affairs or in 
any of the great concerns of humanity is absurd as the fear 
once sincerely manifested that if those who work for their daily 
bread should be taught to read there would be no more work 
done in the world. 

Perhaps it is thought that the ordinary occupations of women 
are more antagonistic than are men's occupations to any com
prehension of public affairs. Perhaps it is thought that those 
who are charged with the moral education of the future gen
erations of men must be unfit to judge of the moral and educa
tional interests of a community. I believe that women in the 
main are far better fitted at the present time than are the ma
jority of men to legislate wisely with regard to the public 
health, public schools, and the quasi public buildings or tene
ments in which poor people in cities must live. I wonder what 
percentage of the children of the United States receive their 
first lessons in chic duties and patriotism from women? It is 
extraordinary to me how much women know about these mat
ters when society has informed them that it does not expect 
them to concern themselves with public interests. It seems 
incredible to me that men should prefer to spend their lives in 
close communion of thought and feeling with wives who are 
studiously kept inferior in mental thought to themselves and 
whose earthly interests are forcibly confined within four walls. 

We are told that women do not want the suffrage. It is a 
very hard matter really to discover whether they do or not. 
Long centuries of habitual, because enforced, neglect of public 
questions naturally disinclines them publicly to express their 
wishes on this point. Clearly those who do not want the suf
frage will not use it, or if they do they will vote as their male 
relati-ves adnse them, so that there will be no perceptible change 
in the expression of opinion as a result of the exercise of the 
suffrage by such women as these; but I believe the public would 
gain enormously from those who, whether their numbers be 
many or few, would experience the stimulus to their faculties 
and the widening of their sympathies which suffrage seldom 
fails to exert over any considerable body of persons that is ad
mitted to a share in it. 

Finally, it is said that women have power enough already 
through their male relatives and connections. We now come to 
that fundamental difference between direct responsibility and 
indirect responsibility which played so lai·ge a part in the adop
tion Df the constitutional amendment providing for the direct 
election of United States Senators. Women have a tremendous 
power to-day, but they are responsible to no one. They can agi~ 
tate anything, they. can involve great political parties in their 
programs of legislation without having any direct responsibility 
therefor. The creators of these United States suffered greatly 
to get away from an irresponsible government. Undoubtedly the 

suffrage would give women more. power than they now possess, 
but it would also make them directly responsible for the use or 
abuse of that power. 

Mr. Speaker, the powers of government are now so varied and 
so numerous that they must be in large measure delegated to 
agents and employees. But the people may select their political 
servants who make and administer their laws, and it is our 
duty to place this power in constant, direct, immediate touch 
with all the peopl~not one-half. 

This amendment is not hysteria. It is a determined effort on 
the part of the American people to make free government what 
free government in the last analysis is destined to b~popular 
government. [~pplause.] 

Mr. Speaker, my vQte is "aye., 
Mr. MORGAN of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, if I were a mem

ber of the lower house of the Louisiana Legislature I should 
unhesitatingly vote for proposed amendments to the c~nstitution 
of that State similar to the Hobson and Mondell resolutions· 
that is, if the opportunity offered itself, for I do not believ~ 
that one who is intrusted by the people with the duties and ob
Jigations of a public position should make the unpardonable 
~istake of supposing that it is not the will of the people but ' 
his own will that is to be considered. 

My deepest ambition is to vote for the continued preservation 
of the .integrity of the individual States, and by no process of 
reasomng can I ever be swerved one jot from this determi
nation. 

The Mondell resolution, like the Hobson resolution, involves a 
question which intrinsically belongs to the States, and in my 
opinion can be alone wisely and justly determined by each 
according to the views of its people. Therefore I shall vote 
against the pending measure. . 

Mr. Speaker, the training, predilections, temperament, and the 
needs of the people of one Commonwealth may be utterly at 
variance with the people of another. I further take it that 
every liberal man will concede that a particular law may be 
adaptable to one State and wholly unfit and inapplicable to 
another. Therefore, I firmly believe that each State should 
possess the unrestricted power to impose its will, and its will 
alone, upon its citizenry. 

The framers of. the Federal Constitution, as we well know, 
in their wisdom reserved to each of the several States its sepa
rate, distinct, and political individuality. Each has the right 
to express its will and wish and shall do so independent of and 
uninfluenced and unimpeded by any other State. Under tliis 
system we have happily witnessed the phenomenal growth and 
development of the several States, and our faces are still set 
toward the future. We, too, have observed that nothing ever 
occurs to either mar or impair the comity and amity existing 
between the States, or to interfere with the well-defined rela
tions existing between the States and the Federal Government. 

Now, if we have not grown tired of the serenity of the waters 
upon which we are rapidly navigating to an influence and power 
unrivaled by any nation in the world, we shall diligently keep 
separate and apart the Federal and the State governments; the 
Federal Government employing those powers delegated to it by 
the Federal Constitution and, on the other hand, the States 
exercising all the functions and prerogatives of sovereignty 
without interference by the Federal Government, lest some 
unpleasantness, more undesirable than a fiscal disturbance, may 
some day come to pass. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed, as a matter of principle, to re
scinding in the slightest degree the separate sovereignty of the 
States and shall vote accordingly. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. · Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. SIMs] 1lve minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the question before this House now 
is not whether or not we as citizens favor woman suffrage. It 
is not whether the States will or will not, ought or ought not, 
to adopt the amendment when submitted. The only question· 
for this House to determine to-day is whether or not that part 
of the Constitution providing the method for its amendment 
shall be exercised, shall be put in operation; whether or not 
the people shall have an opportunity as States to amend the 
organic law which they as States adopted, and by this method 
only can alter, amend. or abolish. 

I was not in any Democratic caucus that declared this to be 
a State q"9estion. I do not say there was not one; but if there 
was, I happened to miss It, and therefore did not participate in 
it, and am not bound by it. I would not have agreed to any 
such caucus, for I do not think the question of the suffrage to 
be given by the States or withheld by them is or should be a 
party question. 
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Why did the Committee on Rules bring in the rule just 

adopted, providing for a vote on this resolution, when a ma
jority of the members of that committee were opposed to the 
adoption of the resolution, and when they believed that less 
than the required majority would vote for it? . The Rules Com
mittee is a creation of this House and has no powers except 
those delegated to it by the House, and it exercised ~he only 
function or power it had, which was to give its creator the 
right to act for itself, and it accordingly brought in the rule 
that made this resolution privileged. Now, this House is the 
Rules Committee when it comes to amending the Constitution, 
so far as the States are concerned. 

The States c:in not 10te on this question unless Congress 
gi\es them the opportunity, and we are now sitting as a rules 
committee to say whether or not the States shall have on this 
proposed amendment the opportunity to accept or reject it. 
Believing, as I do, that the States will not at this time by 
three-fourths majority vote for or adopt this amendment, yet, 
like the Rules Committee, I shall vote to submit it to the 
State , who alone can determine for themselves in a constitu
tional way whether or not this amendment should be adopted. 
We have no more right to withhold from the States the privi
lege that is given them by the Constitution than the Rules 
Committee has to withhold frorri this House an opportl,lnity to 
exercise the power vested in the Ho.use. The Rules Committee 
possesses nothing but del ega ted powers. We, as Members of 
this House, ha\e nothing but delegated powers. It makes no 
difference to you how I shall vote in Tennessee should this 
question be submitted to a 1ote in that State, and in discharg
ing my duty here it makes no difference to me how Tennessee 
will 1ote. I am willing to trust the wisdom of the States in 
the exercise of their reserved powers. But they say it will 
increase the negro 1ote in the South. 

Mr. GOTIDON. Will the gentleman yield? , 
Mr. SIMS. Not just now. I have only five minutes. The 

gentleman from Ohio has. been yielded to very· liberally. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. SIMS. I beg to say to my friends from the South that 

the negro men can not be discriminated against on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude by reason of a 
constitutional amendment But do they vote in proportion to 
numbers in equal ratio with the white men? If the negro 
women should vote no more numerously in proportion to num
bers than do the negro men there is no danger of negro domina
tion even if this amendment should be adopted. 

The right to vote is not natural or inherent. It is political 
and must be conferred by Go1ernment. This amendnient only 
provides that it shall not be withheld on account of sex. Is 
sex the , only all-wise means of determining whether the privi
le()'e of the ballot is to be conferred or withheld from citizen"' of 
the States? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. STEVENS] five minutes. 

Mr. STEVE..L'S of New Hampshire. Mr. Spe!lker, I repre
sent a State which, while it granted a limited suffrage to woman 
many years ago, is opposed to granting full suffrage [applause], 
a State which in the last three sessions of the legi lature re
fused to grant even municipal suffrage to woman, a State which 
in the last constitutional convention refused to grant full suf
frage to woman. Al o I am a Democrat, with some regard for 
the old doctrine of State rights, but I vote for this resolution 
without hesitation, without doubt, and with a certainty that it 
is in accord with my principles. I shall 1ote for it, Mr. Speaker, 
because I belie\e not only in the suffrage but I believe in this 
way or any other way, State action or National, to secure it. 

· [Applause.] 
I realize, Mr. Speaker, that the qualifications of voters in 

this country has been left, with one exception, to the States 
from the beginning of the Government, and that that action has 
worked well; but I state that the qualifications of voters for 
nat~onal offices is a national question whenever the Nation sees 
fit to make it such. When four-fifths of the people of this coun
try decide that in this free land sex shall not be a disqualifi
cation in any State in this Union it should and will be the law. 

I was sorry to hear the leader of the Democratic Party [Mr. 
·uNDERwooD] in his speech say that ·he spoke not only fot him
self but he spoke for the Democratl'c' Party in opposition to 
suffrage and national suffrage. I deiry him the right to repre
sent me a'nd thousands of other Democratic men in office and 
out of office on this question. It is not a local question. ·Quali
fication, if you mean oy that disqualification on account of sex, 
is not a local question. The gentleman n·om Alabama said the 
Members of the House acted without knowledge of local condi-

tlons. There are no local conditions in sex. I know this and 
everybody knows it, that the average woman in this coimtry 
possesses about the same brain capacity and moral character as 
the men, and I know that the women of Alabama are as well 
qualified and fit as the women of New Hampshire or of any 
other State. 

Now, just a word about the suffrage itself. If elections were 
merely a fight between certain gangs of men for office, and 
that seems to be the view that some of my brethren hold, it 
would be a dirty game, and there would be no reason why 
women should enter into it. Politics is a dirty game when 
carried on by dirty men, and not otherwise. [Applause.] 
But politics is something far different. The activities of the 
Government, both State and National, are largely devoted 
to-day to matters of social welfare and dome tic questions, 
many that used to be settled in the home, questions in which 
women are interested and well informed. We pa s laws con
cerning the raising and health of children. .Are women dis
qualified from voting on such subjects because they are mothers 
of children? We vote on questions dealing with pure food and 
pure fabrics; are women disqualified because their "natural 
sphere " is in the home, cooking and sewing? 

Women are in many ways as well qualified as men to 1ote. 
For the solution of our great social questions we need all the 
brains and all the moral devotions our people pos!::ess. Women 
have brains, and of sympathy and Christian charity they have 
even a larger measure than men. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire has expired. 

.Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen
tleman from Texas [l\1r. HARDY]. 

[Mr. HARDY addressed the House. See Appendix.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [l\Ir. MADDEN]. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, this is supposed to be a gov
ernment of the people, by the people, and for the people, but 
is it? 

One-half the people of the Nation are women. In most States 
they are allowed no participation in the government, though 
they are citizens of the Nation in every State, but without the 
right to 1ote in most of the States. 

Why should not the citizens of the United States have equal 
privileges in every State? 

Is there any just reason to believe that citizens, as such, 
complying with the State laws, should not be granted equal 
privileges? But it is so, and should remain so no longer. 

The people are supposed to make the laws for the people, but 
half of the people are excluded from that privilege. The laws 
of the land are enforceable against all alike, women as well as 
men. The women are neither above nor below the laws but 
are subject in every sense to the laws of the land. This being the 
case, why should they not be permitted to help make the laws~ 

We are said to live in a land where every citizen is a 
so1ereign, but do we live in such a land? Sovereignty is not 
merely citizenship. It consists of the right of participation in 
and direction of the Government. The sovereign i the master. 
It <:an not be said that women are sovereign without the rigpt 
to vote. Why should not women possess equal sovereignty with 
men? 

'l'his is said to be a representative Government. l\1y under
standing of a representative government is that represent.'ltives 
are chosen to speak for the people. If that be the case, should 
they not be chosen by the people, not by half the people, but 
by all the people? · 

Women are engaging more and more in industrial pursuits 
and there is a continually growing reason why they should 
participate in regulating the conditions under which they are 
obliged to work. The participation of women in the public 
activities of the Nation should tend toward better moral con
ditions. Their participation should have a refining influence 
on the politics of the Nation. 

If there were no other reason why women should be given 
the right to vote, this one would be all sufficient. 

Women are the peers of men in every social activity. Why 
should the~ not be their peers in the making and enforcement 
of the laws of the land? 

Women are taxed on their property just as men are taxed. 
Should they then not be allowed to speak for themselves and 
not through others? 

We have reached the dawn of a n.ew day. We have arrh·ed 
at that hour when the women of A.mepca are to bid good 
night to the day that is gone and to welcome the brightness 
of the new day, where women in every State of · the union are 
to be a part CJf the sovereign power of the Nation. [Applause.] 
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Mr. · MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield· three minutes to the 
gentleman from California [1\fr. KENT]. 

l\!r. KENT. 1\fr. Speaker, we can not base our argument for 
equal suffrage upon inherent rights, for there are none. If 
there were even such inherent rights as life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness, we shoUld ha\e no war conscriptions, nor 
jails, nor mosquitoes on trout streams. 

Instead of inherent rights we merely possess social con
\entions, which, varying with times and places, represent our 
wisdom and our folly in the attempt to secure social adjust
ment~ 

Here and now we are beset with-the great ideal of democracy, 
of equal rights in .the rontrol of our destinies, of government of, 
by, and for ~e people, and yet as concerns half of our people, 
half our own breed, blood, color, and culture, we deny our 
social creed. 

Why should men vote? Is it because they vote intelligently? 
No; ·not necessarily, but merely because through the process of 
voting, whether right or wrong, they tend toward self-govern
ment and self-education in the school of experience. Clothe 
the fact- of male government in all the attractive balderdash 
of chivalry, and it means no other thing than the subjection, 
the }Jossession, the servitude of women by men and to men. 

It means inherent disrespect, studied insult, and a denial of 
democracy. Some of you chivalrous opponents of equal suf
frage will deny my statement. But what of your arguments? 
You will mention the lo\ely sheltered life. But chivalry has 
never grauted shelter to most women; it has not been adequate 
to protect the shopgirl or the working woman. Chivah·y has 
never added to their wages nor saved them from physical or 
moral wreckage. They have had to protect themsel"ves, al_
though deprived of the chief means whereby men in a demo
cracy can protect themselves-the ballot. 
, But woman is the clinging vine, man the sturdy oak. Man 
and wife shall be one flesh, and man is it. These outbursts of 
chivalry incite nausea. 

You do not d3!e tp speak such sacrilege when you remember 
your mother, you would not presume to talk such nonsense to 

·the woman you ha\e married, nor would you tolerate the mar-
riage of your daughter to a man· who would deny her equal 
rights to personality and character. 

Why should you regard the women of other families as being 
so different from your own kin? 

Then that grand old dictum about bearing arms; surely that 
is a splendid thought in this hysterical, idiotic, man-made world 
filled with fear and rabies. Men bear arms and women bear 
children, and since the men with the arms have the power to 
kill the children born of women, therefore they, the murderers, 
should rule. Pistol toting, as a qualification for suffrage-it 
takes a more ludicrous chivalry than that which Cervantes 
laughed out of existence to countenance such rea oning. I do 
not believe that e'en the enthusiastic but inaccurate marksman, 
the gentleman from Alabama, who so valiantly contends for the 
clinging vine can seriously urge this theory. 

No· there is not one single honest argument to .be advanced 
again~t the sharing-of the responsibilities _of government, of 
social adjustment, with our women, except such as is founded 
on the belief of their inherent inferiority and their proper sub
servience to our great, good, our sober, intelligent, clean, and 
righteous male selves. · 

I am not worried about that particular convention perpetrtlted 
by our ancestors and known as the Constitution. This resolu
tion to amend is a method of bringing that document down to 
date in one most important particular. I have sworn to "up
hold the Constitution without any mental resenation whatso
ever" because the Speaker asked me to, and the right to amend
ment is one of the features of tl1at document which peculiarly 
excites my admiration. Now when opportunity is offered to 
amend itJ so that the best half of the Nation can work. efficiently 
for the welfare of all the Nation, I am glad to be here to be 
recorded. [Applause.] 

Mr. :MONDELL. :Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TowNER]. 

Mr. TOWNER. l\Ir. Speaker, it almost seems necessary to 
apologize for pressing the application of fundamental truths 
to such a question as this. But an argument agai_nst suffrage 

·for the women of America can not be made without violating 
almost every primary principle upon which the Republic is 
founded. 

Our Government rests upon the consent of the go\erned. 
" Consent " can not be expressed _except by the ballot, and a 
woman can no more vote by deputy than a man. 

A woman is as much entitled to "life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of pappiness" as is a man. There is no means of securing 
these or of safeguarding them except by the ballot. 

She ·contributes to the intellectual; ma-terial, and· moral life 
of the Nation. She bears her part in ·_mnintaining the cost of 
Gover~ent. She contributes to its progress in times of peace 
and to its defense in time of -war,-ye~ politically she is classed 
with immature children and idiots, with the insane, and with 
criminals. · . . 

She is primarily responsible for _ the education of her chil
dren. Is it just that she should have no _voice in the manage-
ment of the schools? -

She is interested in the protection of the home, yet she has 
no part in making the laws which guard it. · 

She is interested in clean streets, pure food, potable water, 
and civic righteousness, and yet the village vtlgabond who be
lie\es that germs are myths, cleanliness a fad, and saloons a 
necessity is honored with the ballot which is denied to her . 
. If. it were contemplated to found a free State based on liberty, 
JUStice, and equality, and if the question of qualification for 
suffrage was under consideration, and if it was stated that a 
large class of citizens who are taxed for the support- of the 
Government, a class which were respOnsible under the law for 
their acts, which were devoted to our institutions, which were 
capable of any sacrifices for the common weal which were clean 
in thought, pure in morals, and reverent in d~votion far beyond 
the standards of men, which were fully as intelligent and gen
erally better educated than men, would it be thought that as 
an original proposition it would be just and right to refuse the 
ballot to such a class? 

"But she does not want it and will not use it if she attains 
it," it is claimed. 

That she does not want it is answered by the present demand. 
That she will not use it is answered by the women in the States 
where they have obtained the right. But if a single woman de
mands the privilege, what rea_son shall be made for refusing 
it to her? And until you take away the ballot from men who 
do not use it, you have no right to ·urge that objection against 
woman's having it 

If a distinction is to be made on account of sex it might per
tinently be inquired why women should not have' the ballot in
stead of meu? 'l'hey are the majority and majoritie should 
.rule in a free country-not brute forde. By every argument 
men would urge to t'etain the ballot women are justified in 
urging to· obtain it. 

The same objections that are now urged against woman's par
ticipation in the affairs of the State were but yesterday urged 
against her education. About the middle of the nineteenth cen
tury Mr. Higginson wrote one of his delightful essays, "Ought 
Women to Learn the Alphabet?" In that he satirically de
scribes the arguments used against woman's education at the 
beginning of the century. For a hundred years in Boston the 
public schools admitted boys alone. About the beginning of the 
century it was discovered that during the summer months the 
boys' attendance fell off about one-half. It was thought that 
perhaps it would lessen the waste of maintenance if during 
these months the girls were admitted. This continued for some 
40 years. Finally it was conceded that it was safe for girls 
to attend the common schools but not the colleges. It is only 
.during these later years that the reluctant concession is made 
that women are as much entitled to education as men. 

Emerson said : 
We think our civilization near its meridian, but we are yet only at 

the cockcrowing and the morning star. 
It was only after centuries of conflict that women were recog

nized in the church. It took a long time to establish the propo
sition that women had souls and were morally responsible. 
It took still longer to reach the conclusion that she was entitled 
to any voice in determining the policy of the church and in the 
administration of its affairs. 

To-day religion and worship can not be imagined disso
ciated from woman and her influence. There is not a church in 
America that could survive for a year without her aid. The 
highest manifestations of ChristianitY. that which is be t and 
purest and holiest, is kept alive and nourished by the hearts 
and souls of women. 

The argull!ent mos~ pressed and pf most influence against 
woman suffrage is that she can not vote without neglecting the 
home. But on what foundation does it stand? Is the home 
more engrossing than business? · If the man can vote w~thont 
neglecting his business, the woman can vote without neglecting 
her home. It is absurd to say that an hour's time once every 
year will invade and disturb the _duties of the home. 

If it be said that the time will be taken in informing herself 
in order to vote intelligently, the same answer can be made as 
before. And would those who urge that objection admit that 
they would have her unintelligent and uninformed? If the 
man can spare the time from his business, so can the woman 

, 
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from her .home. But the .time need not be taken from the llpme. 
The best preparation will be made there. Preparation for an 
intelligent exercise of the right of suffrage is not confined to 
attendance on and participation in street parades, torchlight 
processi<]_ns, and grand rallies. Prepara,tion is best made in the 
liome, by the fireside, around the family circle, where the eve
ning paper is being read and the current happenings discussed. 
· It is believed and argued that by taking an interest in public 
affairs · women will lose some of their womanly .qualities. In 
some way acUvity has become identified with indelicacy. That 
is still the Turkish idea. A woman must live a secluded life. 
She must not be seen or heard. She inust think of no one but 
her husband. She must talk to no one but him. Sh'e must 
worship no other god. How far such a conception of woman's 
place in the world is from the American idea may be deter
mined by a comparison of the harem with the home. , 

To the beUevers in this idea any interest outside of kitchen 
economy and neighborhood gossip is dangerous for women. 
And they believe that idea creditable to them. " I adore 
women," they say. " I worship her as a goddess. If she should 
mingle in the general affairs of life it would be a sacrilege, a 
desecration, a profanation." - . 

The strange delusion seems to be prevalent still that if once 
a w~man is made animate she _ must of necessity rush· into 
every sort of extravagance. They believe that if she becomes 
interested in politics she will become one of the worst type of 
ward politician. If she claims a part in the affairs of sta-te 
she will soon join the ranks of the militant suffragettes. If she 
tries to remove temptations from the pathway of her children 
she is pictured in their imagination as a Canie Nation wield
ing a hatchet. 

It is remarkable how this primitive idea still lingers in im
mature minds. It is a survival of a prehistoric age when men 
captured their wives in the forests and kept "them in their 
caves by force. The modern cavalier proudly proclaims: 

''My idea of woman is that she is a flower, which I would 
pluck, press to my heart, and cherish thus forever." He would 
not want the flower to bloom unseen. He would take it. He 
would at once reduce it to possession, and as long as it bloomed 
for him alone, as long as it ministered to his pleasure, as long 
as it gratified his pride, he would cherish it 

It is a beautiful thing to think of woman as a flower, a thing 
to look upon and admire-and pluck. But it is still more beau
tiful to think of lier as a sentient, loving, human entity, going 
about doing good. 

In this age and in this land of ours we realize to the utmost 
degree the duties and the obligations of the home; but re
sponsibility for the fulfillment of these obligations is not con
fined to wives and mothers alone. The husband, the father 
can not ignore }!is obligation. In the self-sacrifice that lifts it 
and brightens it and makes it holy, hers will be the greater part 
But it will be his to look to its support, to insme its protec
tion, to maintain it inviolate as a refuge and a fortress. 

So ·in the larger life. His will be the greater sphere of ac-
, tivity. But as he must help to support and protect the home, 

so must she assist to protect and support .the State. Not nega
tively, not passively, not by proxy, but affirmatively, actively, 
and individually. 

Many are the thoughtful, calm, and noble women who almost 
wish that suffrage might not come, so great would they con
sider its re ponsibilities. But they know that the same obliga
tion rests on them that rests on men to take up bravely the 
burdens of their times, to meet with patient care and earnest 
thought the problems that must be solved, to join with all their 
fellow kind in the high endeavor to do all their duty in the 
fear of God and for the good of man. 

Some one has said that in the theater of life it is only per
mitted to God and the angels to be lookers on. [AppJause.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BoRLAND]. 

1\Ir. BORLAND. 1\Ir. Speaker, the world moves. It is now 
nearly two full generations since the States of this Union have 
removed from woman the .common-law restrictions, and yet we 
have heard some of the last echoes of that archaic system in 
this debate. Under the ru1es of common law coverture lost to 
a woman her legal identity. She could convey no property, she 
cou1d make no contracts, she cou1d engage in no business, she 
cou1d neither sue nor be sued. There was but one person in 
the iaw, imd that person· was the husband . . Under the common
law doctrine the married woman pas ed out of existence and the 
unmarried woman was either a freak' or a social criminal: But 
the world has rrioved beyond that; and "for two full generations 
in· every State in the Union, with more or less· freedom, women 
have engaged in business; they buy, Sell, and c~nvey property; 
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they make contracts; they sue and are sued ; they. pay ta~es; 
they shoulder their full share of the burden of government. 
When women must use the courts, when they must make con
tracts and enforce them, when they are liable for their business 
engagements and their wrongs, when they must rely upon public 
officials to sp.end the taxes which they pay1 they have all of the 
political burdens and they are entitled to all of the political 
rights. There is no other basis upon which political rights can 
be given. But gentlemen say that women should be excluded 
and secluded, and that safeguards should be thrown around 
them, and that if more laws can be found to safeguard the 
seclusion of women they would be adopted in certain States in 
the Union. I commend those gentlemen to the laws of the 
Mohammedan countries. They , may find more laws there for 
the exclusion of women than now exist in some of the Ameri
can States. Again, it is said that the women must found their 
rights and political equality upon force. If that were true and 
an appeal can be made for political rights only to force, thou
sands of men must be denied political rights. But fortunately 
political rights are founded upon reason and upon justice, and 
not upon an appeal to force. 

If an appeal to force is the only true basis of political rights, 
then political rights would not exist, as they do not exist in 
most of the countries of the world. It is in enlightened coun
tries of the world where political rights are extended upon the 
basis of reason and not upo!l the basis of force that such polit
ical rights have grown to the highest usefulness in the world. 
I intend to support this resolution. I believe that whj]e the 
States have ample power to-day to confer political rights upon 
any set of electors they choose, yet I believe that this is a 
homogeneous Nation, a great Nation; and until you prove to me 
that the civilization of some of the American States· is so far 
below the civilization of other American States as to make a 
difference · in social conditions necessary I shall vote for the 
broadest form of equality. I can not believe that State rights must 
be the determining factor in this question or that the States so 
differ in their social condition and in civilization that some of 
the States cou1d not stand social equality that would be benefi
cial in other States. The American Nation is not so different 
in its constituent parts. Our States are not little kingdoms 
that can be defended by separate armies. Not a single State in 
the Union could fortify or defend itself from its sister States, 
but it is part of one great nation, and all upon a basis of 
social equality. [Applause.] · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. FLoYD -of Arkansas). The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BARNHART]. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I fully realize the radiant 
light above me and the profound constitutional logic here be
low; but in the midst of both of the e inspirational conditions 
I want to reserve the right to keep faith with myself and what 
I believe to be my best judgment In every political campaign 
in which I have indulged I have always decJared that I was a 
Democrat, and yet if I were elected I wanted it to be fully 
understood that I reserved the right to vote for any and all legis
lation which I believed to be just, helpful, and effective, regard
less of the side of the House from which it might come. There
fore, Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the fact that our constituted 
party leaders sometimes disagree with me, I am still free and 
consistent when I take a position in harmony with what I 
believe to be right. In practically e\ery speech I made in my 
first campaign I declared in favor of woman suffrage, and my 
constituents elected me with full knowledge of what I would 
do if this important question should call fol' my voice and vote 
during my official career. And so I am only standing by my 
out-in-the-open guns when I look you squarely in the face and 
tell you what I will do. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not sure but that the enactment of this pro
posed amendment would be an invasion of the principle of so
called State rights, but, as a business man and not a lawyer, I 
have never been stampeded by any outcry against enacting 
helpful legislation lest it might not fully harmonize with opin
ions of some statesmen who lived more than a hundred years 
ago. They knew no more of our condition and needs than we 
do of . the requirements of a hundred years hence. So I am 
not seriously concerned as to this phase of the question before 
us, for I have an abiding faith that our courts of justice will 
forever protect the fou:qdation of our Republic from all danger. 
· This is a question purely of what is best for the largest 

possible success and happiness for humankind. If man is the 
sole author and finisher of wholesome public opinion ancl help
ful pu!Jlic policy1 then his exclusive right to vote is uoque;s- · 
tioned. But I do not believe he is. Instead, he gets most of 
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his inspiration to ·faT"or good· ·law and good order from the 
wholesome atmosphere of the home-the family circle_..:and. if 
womankind possesses finer sensibilities, better 'morals, and 
more sacred motives than men, which we gallantly admit they 
do, why not admit their influence to the betterment of P'\lblic 
policies.? We are always read-y to admit that mother knows 
best what we ought to do, and yet when it comes to the impor
tant work of making laws for our protection and our advance
ment we refuse the help of those whom we regard our superiors 
in questions affecting home and church and school. 

That woman suffrage will fall short of some expectations 
that it will cure all government sins of omission and commission 
I am quite sure; but I know it would inure for peace as against 
murderous war, for temperance as against intemperance, for 
honesty as against chicanery, and. for home and happiness as 
against the schemes of the wicked. 

Men, your best business partner, yom· best community booster, 
and your best home patriot is she who stands unfalteringly by 
you, through storm and through sunshine, through evil and 
through good report-the wife, mother,. sister, or daughter in 
your home. And let me beseech you that in all your ambi
tions you do not ignore the patriotic judgment of her whose 
loyal heart and willing hands have helped you immeasurably. 
She is the royal diadem of life inspiration and of life worth 
lirtng, and I am not afraid that she will be degraded by the 
right to \Ote. On the other hand, I am willing to invite her 
assistance for the eternal betterment of social, political, and 
financial conditions for which all good men stri're, and therefore 
I will vote "yes." [Applause·.] . 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, r yield fi~e minutes 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. RA..KER]. 

[Mr. RAKER addressed the House. See Appendix.] . 
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle

mrul from Georgia [Mi.·. BARTLETT]. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, r shall not \Ote for- this

amendment I have a great reverence for the Constitution of 
the United tate . I do not believe that since the eleventh 
amendment was adopted there have been many occasions in 
which there shouid have been amendments to that great instru
ment. I certainly shall not on this occasion go beyond' my con
viction of what is right and proper in the granting of franchise 
eren to the best part of God's: creation. 

The old prophet Isaiah, in referring ta what would happen 
tmder ·ce1·tain conditions, said: · 

In that day s~ven women shall take hold of one man. 
And when we shall have- granted the.. right of franchise: to tlie

women ·in those States irr which it has not yet been granted, we 
will see the prophecy verified, where seven women shall seize 
hold of one poor man. [Laughter.] 

1\fr.. Speaker I would rather place women where the great 
English autbo~ placed them when he wrote these words. Sir 
John Ruskin, in his lecture "On Queen's Gardens," said: 

We are foolish in speaking of the superiority of one sex. to the other, 
as if they could be compared. Each has what the other has not.; each 
completes the other, and is completed by the other. The man's power 
i. active, progre sive, defensive.. He is eminent~y the doer, the. creator, 
the di coverer. His intellect IS for speculation and invention; his 
energy for adventure. for war, for conquest. But the woman's power 
is for rule; not for battle, not for conquest, not for contest. By her.. 
office and her plllce she iS I,>rotected from all danger and temptatlo~. 
The ·man in hi rough work m the open world must encounter all peril 
and trial · to him, therefore, the failure, the offense, the inevitable 
error ; oft~ he must be wounded or subdued, often mis!ed: and always 
hardened. But be guards the woman from all this. Wtthin his house, 
as ruled by her, unless she her elf bas sought it, need· enter no dangel', 
no temptation, no cause of enor or offense. This is the true nature of 
power-it is the plate of peace: the shelter not only from all injury, 
but from all terror, doubt, and division. 

I read the words of this great author and repeat them for 
your consideration. 

The great Engli h poet, Tennyson, in his poem of " The Prin
ces"," after de cribing_ an English mother and an English wife, 
said: 

Happy he 
With such a mother; faith in womankind 
Beats in his blood, and trust in all thin~ high 
Comes easy to him ; and tho' be trip and fall, 
He shall not blind his soul with clay. 

It is to this kind of women that I pay reverence, and it is 
this kind of women that I would protect by my vote to-day 
from being soiled with the conte t of politics and elections. 

Mr. Speaker, there is an-other reason that actuates me in vot
ing against this amendment: Outside of my lifelong conviction 
and inspiration from those who wrote the Constitution and 
those who founded the Democratic Party--

The SPEAI"ER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman wish more 

time? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would be pleased ·if you would yield some· 
to me. 

Mr~ STAFFORD. I yield five ininutes more to the gentleman. 
Mr. B'AllTLETT. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, we had universal suffrage attempted to be en 

forced on the States of the section from which I come. Dis 
order, chaos, crime, and nightmare reigned when we enfran
chised the black. male, and my soul shudders with horror when 
I reflect that if this amendment is put upon the States of the 
South by-a vote of three-fourths of the States that nightmare is 
to come again, that horror is to be upon us once more in those 
States, because in those days we knew and realized and felt that 
the black female waa worse in her antagonism to the white race 
than the black. male. Therefore, speaking for the white women 
of my State and of my section, I raise my voice here to-day 
against this resolution and shall cast my vote against the step 
that may fasten upon us this· horror again. 

Mr. Speaker, above all, I do not believe we should change 
the Constitution. I do not belieye there is occasion to do so. r 
believe that if Georgia or Massachusetts, if. Kansas or New 
York, want to permit the women to vote, they have the right to 
do so, because we know by the Constitution and by the dedsions 
of the courts the United States Congress has no power to grant 
to the citizens the right to vote-. I have the· decisions here, quite 
a number. 

I could not better close this statement that I make with ref
erence to the Constitution t1utn_ by reading here and calling_ 
again to the- attention of this House the words of that g1:eat 
author upon that great instrument. It will live and presecve 
our people and our country and our children in years yet un
numbered and yet to come if we are true to oursel1e · and tmc 
to the principles tllat it teaches. It can only be destroyed by 
faithles ·ness of ourselYes or of the people. Said Ju tice Story 
in· concluding his Treati e upon the Constitution: 

Let the American youth never forget that they possess a noble in
heritance, bought by the tolls and sufferings and blood of their ances
tors, and capable, if. wisely improved and faithfnlly guarded, of trans
mitting_ to their latest posterity. all the substantial bles lng of life, 
the peaceful enjoyment of liberty, property, religion, and independence. 
The structure has been erected by architects of consummate sk11l and 
fidelity; its foundations are solid; its compartments are beautiful a!f 
well as useful; its arrangements are fnll of wisdom and order; and its 
defenses are impregnable from without It bas been reared for immor
tality, it the work of man may justly- aspire to such a title. It may, 
nevertheless, perish in an hour by the folly or corrtllltion or- nc~ligence 
ot its only keepers, the people. Republics are ('reated by the virtue, 
public spirit, and intelligence of the citizens-. They fall when the wi e· 
are banished from the public councils, because tbey dare- to be honest; 
and the profligate are rewarded. because they flatter tbe people ln order 
to betray them. 

I will not forget my duty, flatter. the people, even the- ladies 
and women of our country, in oxder to betray them and destroy 
the Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WEBB. lli. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the g_entle

man from lU.i issippi [l\Ir. SrssoN]_ . 
.Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, of cour e it i utterly impossible 

to discuss this question within five minutes. I want, however, 
to give my reason briefly fol' not supporting thi resolution. 
Suffrage is a privilege conferred by the State upon the citizen 
who complies with certain rules and regulations for the goocl 
of the State. I have an abiding conviction that if this Re
public and this Federal sy.stem is presen·ed we must leave
to the people of the States the right to determine who shall 
and who shall not vote, because lf you transfer the power to 
the Federal Government to determine that question and leavo 
to the FedeJ·al Goverumeut the right to control the machinery 
of these elections, then, indeed. the States become mere geo
graphical lines and the Federal system destroyed~ I maintain 
that the people of ~Iuine understand ·their local conditions and 
take more intere t in their local affah·s than do the people of 
1\Ii sissippi. I maintain also that. tlle people of my State under
stand their local affairs better than the people of Maine under
stand them. 

I am unwilling- to transfer the authority over the suffrage 
in my State to the Feueral Government. I am unwilling to vest 
that power in the Federal Government, becnuse I beliere that 
all right-thinking men will tell you that tlle fifteenth amend
ment to the Federal Constitution, which was never pa sed, by 
the way, in accordance with Article V of the Constitution, was 
a mistake. 

Now, let us ask the ad>ocates of this mensure what they 
would think of the proposition hnd it been propounded to Con
gress and the States some 60 or 70 years ago to amend the 
Constitution so as to pro,·ide that no Stn te of thi~ Union should. 
extend the franchi~e and tbe right of uffr:1ge to any female 
in that State or in any of the St<lte ? Indeed. you who pre s 
this amendment would have tllonght th 1t wn an extremely 
harsh rule, because the great State of Colorado had seen fit 
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to confer franchise upon the women of thl\t great State. That mind, and the line that Mr. Chesterton takes in his lecture is as 
does not disturb me in the least, if the people of that State follows: • 
desire them to vote. But if we had said by an amendment to I do not know how you Americans will solve this ·problem, and it is 
the Constitution years ago that Colorado should be deprived of really not my business to tell you how to solve it, but I would impress 
the right of giving suffrage to the women of that State you upon you this point, that the old idea im~lied in the voting of the head of the hou~e~old ":as not that women. were inferior to men-which nobody 
would indeed have thought it a hard rule, and I maintain that but.a~ 1d10t believes-but that voting was to be by families, and not by 
one-fourth of the States should have the right to reserve to indiVIduals; and in any arrangement you make you ought to see that 
themselves this great right. It is not a question of commerce, the idea of the family as the unit of the Nation is not lost. 
it is not a question that involves any of our money rights, but So, without discussing the merits of the question of woman 
it Ls a question which involves conferring upo.n a certain class suffrage, I have come to the conclusion that the women do not 
of citizens the privilege o{ voting; and I say "privilege of vot- universally desire it. And where it has been tested it has not 
ing," because no man pretends and no court holds that the proved a success. One Representative said that if you give the 
right to vote is a right known as a civil one, because the baby women the right to vote they will destroy the liquor traffic in 
in the cradle is born with all the natural rights that are con- every State hi this Union. Allow me to reply that they have 
ferred upon citizens in this country. The right of suffrage is the absolute and unqualified right to vote in California, and 
a right conferred by the State, as I said a moment ago, and as yet recently, by a majority of something like 150,000, they 
a privilege and not as a right. I am therefore willing for all failed to establish prohibition in the State of California. 
the States to determine this question for themselves. This is not a question of right, as some gentlemen have said. 

What do you gain by the passage of. this resolution? Did And while I seriously doubt that if this amendment were pro
not Colorado confer the right of women to vote, and can not posed to the various States it would meet the desires of those 
any State to-morrow. if it desires to do so, confer this right? who wish it, yet I say that without this amendment being 
In many of the States where they do not have woman suffrage, ratified by the various States every State in this Union has 
they haYe, if you please, a referendum of all these questions the privilege, under the Constitution of the United States and 
to the people of those States, and I want the people of each of its own constitution, to grant the elective franchise to women 
the States of the United States to determine this question for if it so desires. 
themselyes. It is now right where it belongs, in the States, Let us see about this being one 'of the natural and inherent 
and no advocate of woman suffrage has any right to complain. rights. Let us not be swayed and carried away by sentiment 

But I am unwilling that you should hurl this matter red-hot and political expediency. As an American I love my country 
into every State in this Union as a Federal question, when it well enough not to be willing to scout the idea of State rights 
is not a Federal question and could never become a Federal and the traditions and history of our fathers who fashioned 
question except for this p1:oposed amendment. 1\Iy hope and this Government. We are all Americans. But if we make this 
my trust is that in all future time these 48 States may reserve departure here to-day and lay our hands upon the sacred rights 
to themselves the right to determine who shall and who shall of the States of this Union to settle this question of suffrage 
not vote within their borders. [Applause.] for themselves, we shall have taken from the people of the 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missis- various States every vestige of power they have to control, not 
sippi has expired. The- gentleman from Texas [Mr. HENRY] only their domestic concerns, but the affairs of this Republic 
is recognized for 34 minutes. in its entirety. Permit me for a moment to read from a great 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, this House is to-day considering authority on suffrage and elections, in order that we may 
the most important question, in my judgment, with which we determine the exact basis upon which this question should be 
have had to deal during 40 years. :Many gentlemen on that side argued and settled. This is McCreary on Elections. He says: 
of the House gleefully embrace the opportunity fu speak in It is unnecessary for the purposes of this work to determine whether 
f f th. dm t th' · Let · d th the sovereignty in this country resides in the people of the United avor o IS amen en on IS occasion. me rerum em States as a Nation, or in the people as divided into groups by States. 
that for 16 ye~rs the Republicans were in power, and th~se It is sufficient to note that, so far as the right to fix the qualifications 
same women were asking for the right to vote upon this amend- of voters is concerned, the sovereignty is in the people of the respec
ment in the House of Representatives, and your party stead- tive States, by virtue or the provisions of the Federal Constitution, subject only to the limitations contained in the fifteenth. amendment, 
fasUy refused to let it be considered on this fioor. that the right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be 

The Democratic Party has not feared to face the question and abridged on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 
to deal with it, as the Republican !:'arty did for years. Your So, Mr. Speaker, even when the fifteenth amendment was 
party suppressed much meritorious legislation and many things added to the Constitution, it was not intended to confer the 
that should have been considered here, and you went out of elective franchise, but it was only proposed as a limitation; 
power. The Democratic Party is willing to stand the test and and if ·gentlemen want to confer the elective franchise, why 
cast its votes against the amendment. Without meaning to do they not fix the qualifications of voters in their amendment 
disparage any Representative, when the time comes that the and submit it to the various States of the Union? 
Democracy can not stand against such amendments as the na- Mr. Speaker, this great author, proceeding along that line, 
tional prohibition amendment and the Mondell suffrage amend- states further: 

. ment the mission of our ancient party is ended. The right of suffrage is not a natural right, nor is it an absolute, 
Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to submitting this question to the unqualified, personal right. It is a right derived in this country from 

constitutions and statutes. It is, as we have seen, regulated by the 
respective States, for several reasons. In the first place, I am States, and their power to fix the qualifications of others is limited only 
entirely persuaded that a very large majority of American by the provisions of the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution which 
women are utterly opposed to this amendment and are in entire forbids any distinction on account of race, color, or previous' condi-tion of servitude, and by the general power of the Federal Government 
opposition to woman suffrage. to regulate its ~wn elections. 

Wb.en this question was laid before the Rules Committee in Why is it that you wish this amendment proposed and sent 
a seven-day hearing the proponents of the amendment politely to the various States? The States have the power to confer 
but firmly declined to allow the American woman to vote upon this right upon women whenever they see proper. And I sur
the proposition. mise that the fact that the friends of this provision have coll.le 

Much sentiment has been indulged in here to-day which has not to this body and have asked this remedy to-day is because 
been helpful in the solution of this great problem. Men should they see and know and feel that their efforts have been futile 
face this question resolutely, and they should not let sentiment and will be futile in variou~ States of the Union. 
control them nor should they permit political expediency to Mr. Speaker, I am not willing that the States of California, 
determine their attitude upon this amendment. Colorado, and Wyoming shall say to the people of Texas how 

There are many who believe that woman suffrage, where it we shall direct our domestic concerns and our affairs in regard 
has been adequately tried, has failed; and for a brief moment to voting and elections. Nor do I have any desire to say to 
I want to read to you the language of a distinguished publicist them how they shall deal with those questions when they have 
of England and a great lecturer, who is soon to be heard in the them up for consideration. 
National Capital. I refer to the language of Cecil Chester- If you submit this amendment, as I remarked when we had 
ton, Esq. Mr. Chesterton states that o:Qposition to woman the national prohibition amendment before us, the next request 
suffrage is in no sense one of his strongest convictions. His will be for a law to prohibit the States from passing "Jim 
main reason for disliking it is the strong antagonism to it in Crow" laws, separate-coach laws, separate schools, separate 
England by the overwelming mass of women in all but the upper churches, and to order and command every locality to suppress 
and middle classes. He feels that it is in many ways purely a its red-light district. The next demand will be to place a Fed
domestic question upon which he can not see that he has any eral ban on the States where the intermarriage of the white 
right as an Englishman to lecture Americans. But there are and black races is permitted. There is but one safe and whole
certain sides of this question that must be carefully kept in some doctrine for us here. Revere the constitutional guaran-
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tie of the States and t·emo-re not "the ancient landmarks of 
our fathers." 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, we are going too far. I am one of those 
who believe in the right and ability of the people of the State to 
go-rern and control themselves. Notwithstanding 1 may be re
garded as an old-fashioned Democrat, I announce here to-day 
my de-rotion to local self-goTernment, State rights, State integ
rity and the power of the people to go-rern themselves, and 
shall hold steadfastly to that faith. 

Why, you may call the roll of Democrats for 100 years and 
of tho e who ha-re not belieTed with the Democrats, -and no one 
until recent years has desired to make this assault upon the 
doctrine of State rights if you please to call it that, or the 
integrity of the various States of the Union. 

They say we have the right to amend the Constitution, that 
this is only a 1·eferendum to the people of the States. It is 
true; we have the right to amend the Constitution, and we have 
the right to submit the amendment to the people of the various 
States of this Union. · 

We have the right when we deem it "necessary" under 
Article V of the Constitution to propose to the various States 
certain amendments, and we can propose that the amendment 
be passed upon by the legislatures of the States or by consti
tutional conventions. Or if the State shall desire to try the 
alte.rnatiYe remedy, they clm, by Tote of two-thirds of the 
State , come to Congre s and ask this body to propose the 
amendment, and we haye the right to propose it to the legis
latures or to constitutional conventions. 

So the time is not ripe, eYen if they were wise, in asking 
that this amendment be proposed to the States. In my repre
sentatiYe capacity to-day I am not willing to say and recognize 
that tllere is any "necessity" that this unendment shall be 
pt·oposed. 

And, more than that, if it should happen to secure two-thirds, 
it would not be ratified by three-fourths of the States in 50 
year . Yes, you say, you have a right to amend the Constitu
tion, and yet when the Constitution was w1itten and submitted 
to the convention at Philadelphia a IJrovision was put in it 
" thnt no State. without its consent, shall be deprived of its 
equal suffrage in the Senate " ; and yet these gentlemen wonld 
contend that, notwithstanding that was the tlllanimous contract 
and agreement, three-fourths of the Sta.tes .haye the right to 

. destroy that power which was presened to the States wben 
we entered into the contract. Could they do that, could they 
say to the spal' ely settled State of Wyoming, by such an amend
ment, it shall llave only 1 Senator, while the great State of 
New York shall have 5, and the greater State of Texas shall 
haYe 10, and Montana shall have but 1.! Could you strike out 
by three-quarters of the States ratifying such an amendment 
that power and depriye the people of the respective States that 
inviolate >ight which was written into the Constitution? 

So you will ee where it leads. And yet in my own mind I 
have erious doubts whether as a matter of law or policy or 
wisdom we should ever attack any of these expressly reserved 
rights of the States withou~ the unanimous consent of each one 
of them. I feel quite sure that if the substance of th~ Mondell 
m.· Hobson amendment had been proposed in a convention, or in 
any State com·ention which was called to ratify the Constitu
tion as handed down from Philadelphia, not a single State in the 
Union would haxe acquiesced in the proposition. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, as it was the States were slow about 
ratifying the Constitution. They halted until the voices of old 

am Adams and Gov. Haneock and those eal'lier patriots of 
~as::mchu ett said: We want certain amendments written into 
this Constitution in order that the }Jowers and rights of the 
people of the States therein shall be preserved. Finally these 
amendments were propo ed in pursuance of that suggestion, 
and were sent to the various States to be made a part of the 
Constitution. Finally the ninth State ratified the Constitu
tion with the understanding that the amendments were to come 
later, and so it happened that New .Hampshire was the ninth 

tate to act fayorably and make the Constitution effective under 
the terms of the provisions of that instrumenL 

But the little State of Rhode Island remained out of the 
Union, notwithstanding these 10 amendments had been IJro
posed and agreed upon nntil the election had occurred. Wash
ington was elected, Congress llad com·ened, the Cabinet was 
appointed. the executive offices had been organized, the first 
re•enue act had been passed by this body and approved by 
Wa hington, and still Rhode Island ·remained old beca'llse she 
did not belie'Ve these rights about which ~ve aTe debating here 
to-day hacZ been sategua1·ded in tlze Oonstittction. 

Then North Carolina, that great Democratic State, remained 
out. The governor and council of North Carolina exchanged 

felicitations and congratulations with President Washington, a 
separate governmental entity, and said they were not willing to 
go into the Union until the e other rights about which we are 
debating to-day had been safeguarded by amendments. Finally 
the amendments were agreed upon and it was certain they 
would be ratified, and then North Carolina came into the Union. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, why do men want to sneer at the que tion 
of State rights? Why do they hide behind the War between the 
States, from 1 60 to 1 65 and say that the doctrine of State 
rights was shot to death with cannon in that terrible conflict, 
when they know that there is more involved in this question 
than mere State rights? If it were not a constitutional ques
tion, if it were not a legal question, there is back of it a doc
trine older than the Constitution and older than this Repub· 
lie, and that is the 1'ight of local self-government, the 1·ight of 
men to govern themselves in every State in this Union. [Ap
plause.] 

Let me read from one of our great constitutional writers, a 
publicist who has contributed much to the constitutional liter
ature of this country and other countries. His first great work 
was The Origin and Growth of the English Constitution, and 
later he has given to this country another great constitutional 
classic that should be read and studied by everyone who loves 
our system and form of government This is a book entitled 
"Tb.e Origin nnd Growth of the American Constitution ' and 
is written by Mr. Hannis Taylor, who resides in the clty of 
Washington. I desire to quote brief excerpts from this wonder
ful work on constitutional history: 

In making the second Constitution the States reserved to themselves 
very je-alously the right to regulate suffrage. 

That was the Philadelphia Constitution. 
·~he National House of Representatives is based uponpopulation but 

when its Members are to be chosen the electors in each State shall have 
the qualifications requisite for the electors of the most numerous branch 
of the State legislature. If a State does not violate tbe rule of the 
fifteenth amendment as to race, color, or previous condition of servi· 
tude~ It may vest the election of the most numerous branch of its 
legislature in a little oligarchy, qualified, Jf it so plea es by very high 
p1·operty or other exacting qualifications. Manhood s~rage in this 
country rests upon no guaranty that the State may not at any time set 
it aside. 

And so he traced the history of this question and cites the 
decisions of our courts and reviews the textbooks of law writers, 
an.d has stated in the plainest and simplest language the great 
doctrine that suffrage is a State ·matter. But he even makes it 
more luminous than that and shows that the ardent proponents 
of this measure ha-re the very right now in e-rery State of the 
Union for which they are contending under the terms of thi 
amendment. He says: 

Our political S1J8tem as a wTwle t·ests upon. the fundamental prill
ciple that the right to vote i1& a State comes from the State which, 
alone po88esses the vowet· to confer the franchise. Onl11 {rom the 
fountain of State power can the right to t:ote fo,· otflciais, State or 
Federal, be drawn. 

Who wants to de troy that fountain of State power and 
why should it be destroyed? We nave determined and settled 
those questions in the State of Texas to our entire satisfaction. 
We do not invoke the aid of any other State, nor do we need it, 
nor do we desire to thrust our notions upon the citizens of other 
States. He proceeds: 

At the time of the separation the entire electorate of the British 
Isle -which 1neluded, ill 1909, 7,615,43 elector -did not exceed 
400,000. Every American State was founded on the principle that it 
alone could confer the right to vote upon the few or the many as its 
sovereign will deemed best. To-day any American State can so amend 
its confititution as to provide that no lllan can vote until be attains 
his ninetieth year, or that no man cnn vote unless be is po ses ed of 
real property to the value of a million dollars, or it might provide that 
the right to vote shaH be invested 1n women only. 

And who doubts or controverts that proposition of constitu
tional law? To continue: 

Such a State constitution would not confllct with the National Con
stitution in any particular whatever. The only limitation imposed by 
the Constitution upon the sovereign power of the States to reaulate the 
franchise is that contained in the fifteenth amendment. which provides 
that " The ri~bt of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be 
denied or abr1dged by the United States or by any State on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude." 

Mr. Speaker, I propounded this query to my di tinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania [.Mr. BuTLER] and asked him whether 
or not, when he was speaking of referendums, he was willing to 
submit a referendum to the -rarious State to repeal the fif
teenth amendment, which puts this limitation upon the rights 
of the States. and he said he would have to think about that 
for seYet'al days. After all the bloodshed, after all the fratri
cidal warfare had goue on and the fifteenth amendment wn. 
written into the Constitution and our people had walked through 
ens of blood, yet, from his standpoint, he would have to think 

about 1t for seTeral days before he could determine whether he 
would be willing to trust the people on a proposition of that 
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kind. 1\Ir. Speaker, I h·ust the people, and it is bOl!ause of that 
trust in the people of my State that I am opposed to this 
amendment. I \Oted for the amendment authorizing the elec
tion of Senators by direct vote of the people because this gave 
the people of Texas the right and power to elect their United 
States Senators as they do their governor and State 'Officials and 
their Representatives. [Applause.] Who would now take that 
right away from the people and bring it back here to the Fed
eral Go\ernment? There are more things in this than gentle
men dream of. Marins and Cresar, whlle claiming they were 
establishing a consolidated go,ernment at Rome, undermined 
and destroyed the liberties of. the people; and Augustus, under 
the plea of serving the people, stole their liberties and rights 
rom them. Let us take warning from the e solemn lessons of 

history. Let us go back to the States. Let us retain this power 
us our fathers intended we should and settle these local and 
aomestic concerns for our elves. [Applau e.] 

l\fr. Speaker, the ,..,entleman from Kan"as [1\Ir. CAMPBELL] 
said that I had contended here for depositing "public funds" 
ln Southern States, in order to relieve the distress of the south
ern people on account of the paralyzed condition of the cotton 
industry. I did, but let me remind him that when our fathers 
sat in that convention at Philadelphia they wrote in express 
language a elause to this effect : 

The Congress shall have the power to coin money, regulate the value 
thereof, and of foreign coin. 

They went further than that and said that-
No State shall emit bills of credit; make anything but gola and 

.silver coin a tender in payment of debts. 

Here the States surrendered that power more than 125 years 
ago, becau e they believed that the Federal Go\ernment should 
be endowed with the function of controlling the monetary 
affairs of this Republic. They believed this authority was the 
one to deal with it for the whole people, and in pursuance of 
that doch·ine and that provision of the Constitution I called 
upon this body and the Senate to deposit" Government money," 
"United States fund ," the "people's money," coined and issued 
under this e:xpres ed delegation of power in the financial agen
cie , the National and State banks of the South, in order that it 
might be available to relieve the d:ish·ess of the southern people. 
And I asked nothing new. I did no violence to any provision 
of the Constitution. I was only in\oking the right to preserve 
our people under the Constitution. 

And, :Mr. Speaker, while I believe that this body made a mis
take, yet we of the South wi11 survive, as we survived the dis
astrous consequences of the Oivil War. We will find a way out 
of these dlfficultie . I then reminded my brethren of New Eng
land how we went to theh· rescue when a great fire swept over 
Salem, Mass. We were bounteous with the people's funds, and 
.used them in their behalf. I said to my friends from the North 
in the cour e of my remarks, when the great earthquake shook 
San Francisco and the western half of this country, and a ter
rible fire swept over it, we from the South came to your rescue 
and Toted the " people's money " and " Government funds " to 
relieve their distress. We sent succor, medicines, and aid to 
that people. When the great flood swept along the Ohio Valley 
and destroyed many a happy and humble home and brought 
distress to those people we sent this same money, coined under 
that proTision of the Constitution and issued by this Govern
ment, to the banks at Dayton, Ohio, and placed it in their 
vaults in order that it might bring relief, aid, and comfort to 
your people. We were not beggars. We invoked only our 
rights. I am not per uaded that we made any mistake; and 
notwithstanding these discriminations we here- to-day, tanding 
under that flag as American citizens, claim the same right of 
exultation in it emblem and inspiration as our brothers from 
Massachusetts, Ohio, California, or any other State. May 
God in His wisdom and the patriotism of Americans preset'\e 
this Union and our proud heritage of State supremacy and 
State integrity as the corner stones of our liberties! [.Applause.] . 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SELDO:llRIDGE]. 

1\Ir. SELDOMRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I would be unfaithful 
to the Sta:te and constituency which I represent if I failed to 
support this measure. I not only give it my approval on ac
count of this sense of obligation, but my personal convictions 
upon it formed after 20 years of actual obserTation in the State 
of Colorado where I have long resided lead me to this conclu
sion. It is impossible in the brief time allowed me for debate to 
discuss this question in all its bearings. It is among the few 
great questions of the day that are uppermost in the public 
mind. No cause ever enjoyed such devoted and earnest adher
ent , and they lla ve made their appeal to the conscience and in-

telligence of the Nation. The amendment speaks for itself. It 
is as follows : 
Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 

United States extending the right of suffrage to women. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States of America in Congress as embled (two-thirds of each House 
concurring the1·ein), That the following article be proposed to the legis
latures of the several States as an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of said legisla
tures, shall be valid as part of said Constitution, namely : 

"ARTICLE .-SECTION 1. The right of citizens of the United States 
to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any 
State on account of sex. 

"SEC. 2. Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to 
enforce the provisions of this article." 

The amendment raises no question affecting the control of 
the State over the franchise except the right of the State to 
disfranchise any citizen on account of sex. It leaves all other 
qualifications of the voter to be determined by the ·,arious 
States through their constitutional agencies. The State can 
impose any franchise test it may see fit, but it can not limit the 
franchise to its male citizens. Both sexes will be obliged to 
meet all requirements of citizenship imposed by the State, and 
each State can protect the exercise of the franchise to the fullest 
extent of its power. 

We expect to hear in this discussion that this amendment 
violates the rights of the States, but there can be no violation 
of any State right when each State has recognized the right of 
three-fourths of the States to amend the National Constitution 
and make such amendment binding upon all the States. 

To discuss the merits of the State-rights theory in the light 
of the experiences and judgment of the past 50 years is in every 
sense futile and unnecessary. The question was decided through 
the arbitrament of war, and that clear verdict will never be re
versed except through constitutional methods. 

We are further impelled to the support of this amendment by 
reason of the fact that it has behind it a public sentiment that 
is not confined to any particular section of the country, but is 
national in its scope and influence. If this m~asure were sup
ported by only those States which now enjoy equal suffrage, there 
might be some reason to delay its consideration but citizens of 
every State, either by themselves or through org~nizations ha\e 
petitioned Congress to give this amendment favorable considera
tion. The right of petition is guaranteed to our citizens by our 
organic law. Congress should recognize this right and aive 
itself to the consideration of measures which have behind them . 
unmistakable public sentiment. 

No one questions the constitutionality of the amendment pro
posed, nor can there be any doubt as to the desire of many 
thousands of our people representing every section of the coun
try to have it submitted. 

I now desire to address myself briefly to some phases of the 
question which appeal to my judgment. As I see it there are 
two sources of opposition to equal suffrage. One comes from the 
selfishness of the male voter who does not desire his prerogative 
invaded, and the other comes from the privileged group which 
oppose any further extension of the franchise. We are quite 
sure that there are interests in this country who would gladly 
welcome a curtailment of the franchise rather than its exten
sion. The power of this group is being menaced and threatened 
by every advance in popular government, and to introduce into 
the electorate another element that would contribute to this ad
vancement would further threaten the power and influence of 
those who desire to make the Government in some sense sub
servient to their welfare. There will always be this as ertion 
of supremacy on the part of individuals and groups in our coun
try's affairs. There are those who honestly believe that the 
functions of government can be best administered by those who 
ha\e secured for themselves a higher degree of intelligence, who 
have accumulated control of vast resources of industry and ma
terial production, and who from altruistic moti\es believe that 
they know what is best for the people. The contests of the 
future will largely follow the lines of past conflicts. It is quite 
natural, therefore, that the movement for equal suffrage should 
meet the opposition of those who desire governmental privi
lege. 

It is a remarkable tribute to the life and vitality of the cause 
that the successes which it has already achieved have come from 
forces that might naturally be considered nntagonistic. It is an 
augury of ultimate success that it has won in so many States 
and that the male voters in those States have surrendered what
ever of prerogatin~ they may hav_e enjoyed in the exerci e of 
suffrage in order that this right might be shared with the 
women of their respective States. The wonder is that there are 
o few defeats to register ·considering the character of the oppo-



1452 CONGRESSIONAL R.ECORD-HOUS~. JANUABY 12, 

sition encountered. N'o cause was eT'er so handicapped, and its country, and her ability to understand the functions of citizen
Yictorie justify the righteousness of its appeal. ship less narrow and restricted than the male voter of our 

We may well ask oursel\es concerning the causes that have day? She fearlessly challenges a comparison of her qualifica
contributed to this success and what justification we have for tions on these lines. Would there be any lowering of the 

.hopes of continued progress. I belieT"e that the great argu- standards of citizenship in placing the · ballot in her hands? 
ment in favor of woman suffrage is that it is fundamentally There is great temptation to engage in an extended recital 
right and is in accord with the principles of liberty and justice of the achieT"ements of woman i• all lines of human endea\or 
upon which this Go\ernment was established. Our Nation came in order to justify her right to the ballot. History provides a 
into being in order to demonstrate the power of the indi\idual rich storehouse of information of woman's part in the go'\ern
citizen, and our entire governmental system lives, mo\es, and ments of the world. From its earliest dawn to the clear day 
has it being in his will and character. The declaration that of twentieth-century progress woman has played an active 
all men are created equal and have certain inalienable rights part in controlling the affairs and destinies of nations. States
was the rallying cry of Revolutionary days. It meant relief men of all nations have paid homage to her ability and power. 
from tyranny and oppression and a larger employment of indi- Each successive period in the world's history bas been marked 
vidual powers in the affairs of goT"ernment. by her achievements in art and literature. There is not a fieUl 

We have little information given us concernin-g the duties of human endeavor in which she has not played her part, yet 
imposed upon the citizen in the early days of the Republic. The in. our country, which emphasizes as supreme the right of the 
records of that time largely deal with the proceedings of our indi'\idual to conh·ol the Government, she is preT'ented from 
national legislature, and we have a \ery comprehensive supply exercising this right merely because she is a woman. 
of data concerning the discussions of our public men. It would Opponents of equal suffrage do not deny woman a place in 
be interesting to know to what extent the citizen entered into the affairs of States and nations. They recognize her value 
any participation of the franchise rights which he enjoyed. in molding public opinion, in preserT'ing the character and 
There is no question but that he was satisfied to leave the sacredness of the horne, in guiding and developing childhood, 
affairs of state to the protection and guidance of the men who and in administering philanthropic and humanitarian agencies. 
had founded the Nation. We have no record of any contesb They further contend that any enlargement of her field of ac
before the people that in any way resemble the popular move- tivity and usefulness would mean the negleCt of duties that 
ments of our day. The fact that the President and Vice Presi- are paramount and essential. If this statement is founded 
dent were cho en by Congress would remove fmm the public upon fact, surely in States of our Union which have enjoyed 
mind a chief subject of discussion and controversy. Conditions equal suffrage for so many years there would be clear evidence 
of tra\el, the difficulty of communication, the lack of widely of this fact, but the contrary is true. The women of our equal
circulated newspapers, and the isolation of the various section~ suffrage States are more keenly alive to their duties in the 
of the country contributed to this submergence of individual matter of home protection, the guardianship of children, and 
intere t. In le s than 100 years a wonderful change has taken the welfare of society than they were before the ballot was 
11lace; the steamboat, the locomotiT"e, the telegraph, the daily giT"en them. Women feel that the State has committed to 
ucwspa11er, and the growth of population all combine to produce them certain peculiar responsibilities in the matter of humani
n different type of citizen. He is now fully informed of e'\ents tarian legislation and many of the reforms which have to do 
transpiring in the Nation and in the world. He is brought into with the safeguarding of the home, and the elimination of 
asso.ciation through the press with the views and opinions of social evils can be largely traced both directly and indirectly 
citizens in all oarts of the country. to their influence as voters. 

The means of travel are so easy and agreeable that all sec- The minds of men naturally work upon lines related to the 
tions of our countl·y are made accessible and convenient. Dur- virile and sterner forms of national activity. They are apt to 
iug the past quarter of a century there bas been a great oblitera- overlook and gi're little heed to · the demands of society for leO'
Uon of ectional characteristics and the character of our popula- islation that will affect the environment and life of the indi
tion is becoming more complex by reason of constant and reg- \idual. The advocates of equal suffrage fully believe that the 
·ular movements of our 11eople from State to State. Our stand- direct influence of woman wi11 be exerted through the ballot 
ards of living are affected by those of our neighbors. The to extend this field of go\ernmental activity. We are not to 
new paper, the magazine, the public library, and the lecture lose sight of the fact that woman is just as capable us man to 
platform all minister to the information 3Jld intelligence of the diagnose the ills of the body politic. Her moral faculties are 
voter. He has come to feel that he is a direct agent in the just as sh·ong, if not stronger, and in times of national emer
matter of Government and that he possesses all necessary power gency she could be counted upon to respond with the same 
to mold nne]. influence the activities of Government. He is not devotion to the needs of her country as her male fellow citizen. 
only jealous of this right, but he is conscious of his power to Opponents of equal suffrage claim that the influence of the 
'demand a strict performance of duty on the part of his repre- female T'oter in equal-suffrage States has not been evidenced 
sentative. Such bus been the evolution of the voter during ,the by any marked decrease in crime or any marked improvement 
past century. With the abundant privileges he now enjoys in social conditions. Statistics do not bear out this assertion. 
would \Ye be justified in asserting that he is any less a citizen, We know that the greatest advancement in popular government 
any Ie s qualified to exercise the prerogatives of citizenship and in the development of humane legislation has been made 
now than he was when the Constitution was adopted and the in equal-suffrage States. It is not fair to expect that the 
Nation came into being? introduction of woman to an active participation in the func-

One of the stock arguments employed by the opponents of tions of citizenship would make an immediate or radical change 
eqnal suffrage is that based upon the assertion that because in the character of legislation. It is a singular fact that the 
women can not di charge all duties laid upon the male citizen equal-suffrage States are largely those among the last to be 
she should not be giT"en the ballot. The fathers of the Republic admitted to the · Union. These States have had serious and 
might haye justly contended that, owing to certain unfayorable important problems of local development to solve. They have 
conditions already enumerated, it would be unwise to grant a been working out their own future with limited re ources of 
general franchise to all male citizens and that only those who reYem.ie, and it is worthy of remark that, notwithstanding these 
lived in the largely settled communities and cities should be new conditions and important problems, the States have 
given the right to yote. They '\'\<Ould naturally be kept informed attempted to solve problems of a sociological character through 
as to the affairs of Government, and having opportunity to hear the medium of legislation. The fact that the equal-suffrage 
public matters discussed and debated by men of station and States have marched steadily forward along all lines of material 
influence they would naturally be in a position to render a more and sociar advancement is a proof positive that woman is as 
intelligent verdict than citizens not so situated. There are fully qualified as man to use and enjoy the right cf suffrage. 
many reasons which could have been urged to justify giving the If there bas been progress and social uplift in States where 
franchise to a portion of the population and rejecting others. equal suffrage prevails to even a moderate extent, considering 
There never was a day in the history of the Nation when the the brief time that woman has had the ballot, surely we may 
electorate could be said to be individually qualified to act up to expect a larger degree of progress and adrancement a she 
the highest measure of citizenship. There is still much to be becomes more qualified to exercise her right. 
done through religion, education, and the operation of economic We should give the ballot to woman because it will add to 
policies to improYe the qualifications of the citizen. We are rather than detract from her usefulness to society and the 
raising the standard constantly and as our national problems Nation. Neither the State nor the Nation has taken any tep 
iucrea e with our growth and development there is a louder to relieve her from the pressure of industrial life. We not only 

·call for a more intelligent and patriotic citizenship. expect her to fulfill all the obligations that rest upon her by 
In the light of the e facts, what justice is there in the denial · reason of her sex, but we compel her to endure the strain and 

· of the franchise to woman? Is her measure of intelligence, her } stress of mental and physical competition with the other sex in 
capacity for mental expansion, her patriotic deT"otion to her order to support herself and those who are dependent upon her. 
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Ifthe Nation' is not willing to provide for her reiease from this 
burden, she should at least be given the franchise in order ~at 
she may use it, as far as possible, as a means to alienate and 
re:{Dove oppressive conditions of toil and ennronment. The 
social requirements of our time, the changing standards of 
living, and the instability of economic conditiol!s are all con
tributing to the weakening of the home and the breaking up 
of family life. The ocial life of our great cities may well give 
us pau e as we think of its effect upon the rising generation, 
and thoughtful men and women may well concern themselves 
in con idering what type of citizen is to be the product of our 
present American city population. The vulgarity of wealth, as 
e:xpre ed in so much that is unseemly and unnatural, menaces 
the character of our citizenship. We have made such remark
able progress in the acquirement of wealth that we are losing 
out of life the beneficent effect of toil and effort, and there is a 
loss of what some one has aptly called the true American _spirit. 
In th~ e days when the foundations of other nations are being 
undermined should we not all the more give ourselves to the 
work of strengthening anew the basic _principles of om· national 
character? To this work we must not only summon the ~trong 
and earnest men of the Nation, but the loyal and consecrated 
women as well. There can be no segregation of effort; it must 
be mutual and sympathetic. From this unity of thought and 
purpose there will be such an outflow of influence and energy 
that our citizenship will be made strong and courageous and 
the future glory_ of our Nation assured. [Applause.] 

l\lr. BrULEY. Mr. Speaker, before most of the e fair women 
who grace the _galleries around us to--day were out of pinafores, 
and while they were yet thinking of their dolls rather than of 
the boys, I was a believer in and an advocate of equal suffrage. 

When -yet in my teens my study of government led me to the 
conviction that man's rights and woman's rights are coequal; that 
one has no right which the other does not equally have. 

1\lr. Speaker, rights are not bestowed; they 'inhere; they exist 
in the nature of thfngs. They may be denied or held -in abey
ance but they never cease to exist; and woman has always had 
the right to vote. She has it now. But thu far the society of 
which she forms a part has failed generally to recognize this 
right and to admit its exercise. 

It has been said on this floor to-day that suffrage is a privi
lege. I deny thi~. I assert that suffrage is an inherent and an 
indefeasible right. It is the citiz.en'-s weapon of defense in a 
society which has exchanged the rifle for the ballot. And 
woman has the same inherent right to self-defense that man 
po sesl:!es. 

But . while I believe and have always belieT"ed in woman's 
equal right to the suffrage, I do not belie\e nor ha.\e I ever 
belie\ed that recognition of this right should come from the 
Y,ederal Government. It ought to come from the same source 
that has accorded recognition to man's right. When my wife 
~h~II. secure tpe ~lective franchise I desire that she shall do so on 
the same terms that ft came to me. 

HoweYer, Mr. Speaker, this might not be worth quarreling 
nbout if it were merely a, question of whence the recognition 
should come. The main point is that the recognition is due. 
~d my prime ol>jection to the proposal now before us is that 
it is another ~ep away from that idea o~ local self-government 
_which lies at the base of our free institutions. Not long ago 
l stood on the floor of this House in protest against another 
proposal to remove government a little farther away from the 
people and to concentrate it here in Washington. Lho_pe never 
to see the day-I hope the day. m_ay neT"er come-when we shall 
haYe a Little Father in the White House as Russia has had a Little 
Eather in St. Petersburg. Yet all the tendencies are in this 
direction to-day. There is a steady concentration of power in 
the hands of the Federal Government. Its activities are being 
e.:;ormously widened; its powers enormously increased; its gi·ip 
upon the daily life of the people .enormously strengthened. For 
one I am unwilling that this tendency should be still further 
stimulated by th_e adoption of the pending proposal. 

1\Ir. Speaker, while I am an advocate of equal suffrage, arid 
while I believe with all my heart that woman's rights are no 
whit less than those of man, i am still just a bit doubtful 
whether this issue would ever present itself in a social state 
where a really normal life were- possible. It seems to me that 
this . issue is pressing to-day only because of an economic pres
sure of which this is a ·vague · expression. Women within the 
ill t 30 or 40 years haYe been ·forced by thi inexorable pressure 
out of tile home into the miU and the factory, away from the 
fires-ide illto the struggle for employment, c.ut of the realm in 
\Yhich they had reigned as queens into the marts of trade. I 
can not think that woman has cleliberately forsaken her natural 
sphere. She is in the hard- competition which this gene~ation 
is witne sing not of her own volition; not because she would 

rather battle for wages than rock -the cradle; not. because slie 
has changed her instincts and taken on impulses foreign to her 
ex, but because the natural breadwinner has failed; because 

she is -compelled to enter the struggle in ordP.r to live; beeausc 
the normal life is denied to her, as it is to the young man who 
would be a suitor for her hand if he, too, were not caught in 
the vortex whieh sweeps them apart. 

I ha\e not the time, Mr. Speaker, to enter at lenO'th into this 
phase of the question. But we can not inteJlio-ently consider 
the matter of suffrage if we do not take into account the 
economic factors inT"Olved. That suffrage could ever become ~ 
really burning issue in a country where equaJity of opportunity 
obtained I do not believe. It is only in a society where onpor
tunity has been monopolized and where competition for jobs is 
so keen and remorseless that wages sink to the point where 
they afford but a bare sub istence that we find woman clamor
ing for the ballot. She clamors for it becau e she really needs 
i~. She needs it in the same way and to the same degree that 
the man needs it; she needs it for offense and defen e ; she 
needs it in the awful strugg1e into which she finds her elf irre
sistibly drawn; she needs it in fighting back the wolf from the 
door; she needs it in her effort to beat back the forces forever 
assaulting her at her toil and at e\ery tnrn in her narrowed 
and narrowing life. She may fancy that with it her ·problem 
will be • ol\ed. But why has not the ballot solwd the problem 
which equally confronts the man? How has it come tllat the 
ballot has done o iittle for the lord of creation who finds 
himself condemned to in\oluntary poT"erty in the T"ery midst of 
advancing wealth? 

Under normal economic conditions-under conditions where 
self~mployment ·were possible-it seems to me that in the 
di\ision of labor the man would naturally assume the re pon i- · 
bilities of looking after such outside affai rs as the busine s of 
goT"ernment while the woman was de-voting herself to the inside 
affairs of the household. There could be nothing said in deroga
tion of her right to look after outside affair ·if she choo e. Slle 
might cut down trees, plow and plant fields, paint hou e . lay 
brick, run lo-comotives, dri\e cattle, mine coal. man furnaces, 
do anything and eT"erything she plea ed to do. That would be 
her concern, not that of man. But in a normal ociety would 
she want to do the e things? Would not all her natural in
stincts and impulses operate to keep her out of the rough and 
tumble of these unwomanly · employments? Would not fhese 
instincts and impulses operate to keep her Yery near the fire
side and about the functions which her nature imposes·? Can 
anyone belie\e that woman deliberately giyes up these instinc-ts 
and impul es because she prefers the desperate struggle in
T"olved in the battle for bread? 

nut all this is neither here nor there in the present discu~
sion, except as it is suggested by the hopes which obT"iously 
lie back of the demand of women for the ballot. They would 
not be clamoring for this rE:cognition if they did not belieYe 
that with the ballot they would be able to ameliornte the- con
ditions which pTess more and PJOl'e heaYily upon them. These 
conditions are economic. They are not political. They are not 
social. They are not moral. They are the T"ery arne condi
tions which press more and more lilearuy upon men. .And we 
do not have to employ magnifying glas es to see that the ballot 
has not greatly helped man thus far in dealing with those con
ditions. With the ballot he .has achieT"ed religious freedom. 
With it be has achieYed political freedom. But with it he has 
yet to achie\e industrial freedom. And when with the ballot 
he shall ha\e scored this achievement also, i it at all certain 
that any necessity will remain for putting the ballot in the 
hands of his wife and daughter? May he not in this last con
quest in the fight for freedom so emancipate his helpmeet that 
he will no longer feel that ·she is being cheated of a divine 

right? 
1\lr. WEBB. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield two niinutes to the gen

tleman from Georgia [Mr. HUGHES]. 
1\Ir. HUGHES of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I voted for this 

rule, and I shall . vote against this resolution. I belieT"e that 
woman's suffrage is a question that should be considered and 
~ettled State by State, and I al o belie\e that in any State in 
which the women of that State desire the ballot it ought to be 
giT"(m to them. I say this if the women· of the State of Georgia 
should desire the ballot, they should ha T"e my \Ote, but, sirs, 
there are questions and conditions 'in certain of the StateF: in 
this Union that _should bf! gh·en a most careful consideration, 
not only by this great body but by the women throughout the 
broad limits of .this land. I do not belieT"e one Sta te ~hould 
force upon another State a law which would be detrirnent.'ll 
to the happiness, to the peace, and to the prosperity of that 
State, but I belieye that in the e\ent tllis re. olutiou were 
adopted by this House and appro1ed by three-fourths or the 
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States of this Union it would create a condition of affairs in 
the Southland that would · destroy the happiness, peace, and 
pi·osperity of that section. 

In any State where the majority of white women desire the 
ballot, in my opinion, the "\""Oters of that State will cast their 
votes for woman's suffrage. In any and every State where 
woman is opposed to woman's suffrage, I belie\e that State 
will and should refuse to adopt it. 

Georgia has not, and should not ha\e the right, and God 
grant she may ne\er have the power, to force upon Wyoming 
a measure which would disrupt her soC"lally, politically, and 
morally. What Georgia should not inflict upon Wyoming, 
,Wyoming should not infiict upon Georgia. Let Wyoming man
age .. her own internal affairs, which she understands. Gi\e 
Georgia the same right. 

.I trust and belie\e this great, thoughtful, just, and patriotic 
body will acknowledge _this right of the States by refusing to 
pass this resolution. 
. In the name of the women I oppose this resolution, and in 
this declaration I bespeak the \Oice of-the women of Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\Ir. WEBB. .Mr. Speaker, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle

man from Ohio [Mr. BowDLE]. [Applause.] 
Mr. BOWDLE. Mr. Speaker, I approach this subject with 

some trepidation and emotion. My lovely, l9yal wife, who char
itably puts up with much in me, believes in suffrage for women, 
and a beautiful, devoted sister, living in Canton, Ohio, belie"\""es 
jn it. 1\Iy sister has asked me to content myself with voting 
my views merely. My wife would not have me oppose the move
ment. but has made no request of me as to speaking. All this, 
Mr. Speaker, troubles me. I would gladly say nothing; but I 
.have obligated myself to a large number of ladies, and I can 
not without stultification retreat. The plight in which I find 
myself requires that I speak circumspectly-that I weigh my 
.words-for I do not care to wound the feelings of those women 
with whom my lot.has been so happily cast by the Lord's provi
dence and my own good judgment. [Laughter.] I have there
fore carefully reduced my argument to notes. .My own trepida
tion is also augmented some by the fact 1;hat some years ago, 
when this question commenced to be discussed, I found myself 
for a brief period favoring it. Since then I have given it care
ful consideration. 

In the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
.Union we consider everything but the state of the Union. I do 
not mean its state as regards its importations of catgut or 
whether our gelatin or tallow industries are paying dividends
things usually col!sidered by that committee. I mean the moral 
condition of the people of the Union. These things are rarely 
considered by Congress. 

That man brave enough to face the facts of our national life 
knows that all is not-yet-well \Yith the Union. Many things 
in our social-national life touch with somberness the philosophy 
of the epoch. Things are not exactly what the fathers prom
ised. Some men are fe~rful. They see many statesmen lulled 
or threatened into quietness. Positions are often taken with 
reference to their vote-getting influence. Fear about second 
terms often makes legislators forget their duty in the first. 
The moml outlook in this Nation is engaging the attention of 
many thoughtful men. And the Democratic Party is expected 
to correct in a year the work of a half century. 

Our whole Nation stands in great need of resolving itself into 
a committee of the whole house on the state of the Union. 

.Mr. Speaker, I rise to voice the position of an unnumbered 
multitude of good women of America relatiYe to the suffrage 
movement. A multitude of women whose voices are not heard 
in the streets; who do not seek the rostrum of political debate; 
,who, though life is not exactly what some of them would have, 
ao not defame their husbands and brothers because they have 
..been unable to declare the kingdom of heaven to be at hand; 
.women who are not ashamed of their sex lot, though it dis
qualifies them from many functions allowed to men. These I 
'represent. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, it is claimed that the interest of women in the 
affairs of state has grown greatly and that they now ponder 
deeply matters political. I have not believed the claim. But 
since coming to Washington I have secured some data upon this 
subject-and Washington is certainly a most intelligent city, 
guite aside from its congressional population. [Laughter.] 

It must be evident that the best evidence of a person's in
t.erest in a subject is his reading. I determined accordingly to 
make a series of observations in the street cars of Washington, 
,at an hour when a goodly number are usually coming down 
town to work or shop. I selected the Mount Pleasant car, 
coming in O\er Connecticut A\enue, a line which at its outer 
end picks up an intelligent middle class, with a few Congress-

men without fortune, and which later picks up the wealthier 
Senators who live in the expensi\e ~partments bearing signs 
"Servants and tradesmen to the rear." [Laughter and ap
plause.] This miscellaneous collection of intelligence becomes 
complete at Connecticut Avenue and R Street [laughter], a·nd 
there I always took the count. l\ly plan was to then count 
the number of adult in the car, the number of men, and the 
number of women, and then to -count those who were either 
reading or carrying newspapers. The results of my obserya
tions were snrpri ing. A table follows: 

Men. Women. Men Women 
reading. reading. Date. 

---------
May 20 ........... _ ..... _ . _. __ ... _ ....... . 17 15 12 None. 

19 8 8 None. 
8 6 3 None. 

14 16 8 None. 

May 21 ............... _ .. _ ... _ ........... . 
May22 .................................. . 
May23 .................................. . 
May 24. _ • _ .... _ ..... _ .............. _ .... . 19 1 11 1 

16 18 10 None. 
6 14 1 None. 

17 4 2 None. 

May 25 .................................. . 
May26 .................................. . 
May27 .................................. . 

---11----1 
Total ............................. . 116 99 55 

This is a striking score: Fifty-five to one in favor of the old 
man as a newspaper reader-almost a shut-out. [Laughter.] 
Of 99 women, 1 was reading. This does not testify to a magnifi
cent interest in the world's affairs. 

But I was not content with this. I accordingly determined 
to test this matter among a more cosmopolitan crowd. I ob
served a bright Jewish newsboy at Pennsylvania Avenue and 
Fourteenth Street, where all classes ebb and flow. I asked this 
boy to bring to my office at the end of the week a report showing 
the nwnber of papers sold, morning and e\ening, with the num
ber sold to women of the total sales. The report of this little 
merchant follows: 

Sold to Sold to 
women. men. Date. 

11 366 
9 350 

12 372 
11 301 
13 271 
9 352 

mi~~~:.·:--i~iH:EE:HiE::mCiE~mH 
June 2 ..••.•••..••.••..•.. : •.......•••.•••..••..•...•....•....• 
June 3 ........................................................ . 6 332 

Total ..................................... -............ . 71 2,344 

These papers were sold from 3.30 to 6 o'clock in the evening. 
'l'he score stands 2,344 to 71, or 33 to 1, in favor of the old man 
as a reader of the evening paper in a crowd streaming by in 
which the sexes were pretty evenly divided. 

Now, on those same days Isaac sold papers between 6.30 and 
9 in the morning, and here is his report : ~ 

Sold to women: 6, , 6, 7, 11, 10, 11; total, 59. 
Sold to men: 67, 72, 71,; 76, 71, 68, 71; total, 496. 
The score stands 59 to 496, or 9 to 1, in favor of the old man 

in the matter of newspaper reading in the morning among the 
men and women of the class which makes no pretensions, does 
a lot of hard work, and has little to show for it at the end of 
the year. Let me summarize the conclusions to be drawn from 
these tables and state the sex ratio of readers in simple terms 
for ready recollection . 

1. As an evening-paper buyer in this capital, women buy 
1 paper to 33 bought by men. 

2. As a morning-paper buyer, the score stands 9 to 1 in 
favor of the fellow whose intelligence in managing the State 
needs feminine aid. 

3. As a morning street car newspaper reader, the readers 
among men are 1 to 2. But among women the ratio of readers 
in the morning cars is 1 who reads · to 99 who do not read. 

4. A strong boy could print all the daily papers required by 
the intelligent ladies of Washington. 

It is thus e\ident that women genera.lly are not interested in 
politics-for which the saints be forever praised-for I do not 
like to think of the day when papa's purse will be called upon 
to contribute to two opposing wigwams. One is a plenty. 
[Laughter.] 

Should it be said that eight days' observation of a sex's 
reading habits is not enough to justify a conclusion, I simply 
reply in the language of De Quincey, I think, "One need not 
drink a flagon of wine to sample a cask," and I think a single 
day's obsenation would determine the herbivorous habits of 
sheep. 

Yes, l\Ir, Speaker, the women of this smart Capital are beauti
ful; indeed, their beauty is positively disturbing to business. 
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but the;v ~re no.t _interested in affairs of ~tate; they are not I that will ensue to them. It ought to be appnrenL to any man 
interested m poll tics; and, so far as I can JUdge, they are get- that the power to create institutions implies the power to man
ting their information on these subjects from the source . com- age them. Now, women do not wish their rights to be passed 
mended by Saint Paul, for which I do heartily commend them. upon by women. Women uniformly prefer men judges and 
[Applause.] men jurors. What woman in a criminal case would take a 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will suspend for woman jury? They know the leniency of men. What leading 
a few moments. 'The Chair has warned the gallery three or suffragette in a breach-of-promise case would ask for a woman 
four times during the day that they must not show symptoms of jury? Why, men are almost silly in their kindness to women 
applause or dissent. Now, if there is any more disturbance in who come before them for justice. 
the galleries, they will be cleared. [Applause.] Why, such is that kindness that the records of this country 

Mr. BOWDLE. Yes, Mr. Speaker, the old man in America for the past two years will show that women charged with 
is going to ha-ve an inning. [Laughter and applause.] This is murder in the first degree have gone scot-free in numerous 
the last effort of that forgotten institution to sa1e his pants. cases in which men ha1e been hanged. So general is this spirit 
[Laughter and applause.] ' . of consideration that the ~riminal laws are almost suspended 
. Mr. Speaker, a great many men do not comprehend the sig- in our large cities in cases in1olling women when any sort of 
:uificance of the antisuffrage mo1ement among women. They a defense is made. 
can not understand why women who do not want to vote should If there is anything on the bargain counter of justice which 
impede women who do want to vote. Just a word or two of women are denied, I should like to have the article pointed out. 
explanation: Speaking from an experience of 22 years at the bar, I would 

Giving the franchise in1olves a change of status on all who not undertak~ a civil case against a wom:m for a man unless 
receive it, whether they exercise it or not. The women who do the case rested on documentary e-vidence. [Applause.] 
not vote will infallibly experience a change of status. Let us Mr. Speaker, the functions of women are of a character that 
see: disqualifies them fr_om acting as jurors or judges. lf I were 

To be an elector implies certain things. Electorship, which is to defend a man on a capital charge and a woman were to 
simply the power to determine the nature of the civil state, offer herself as a juror, there are some very intimate questions 
carries with it, or must sooner or later carry with it, the power that I should insist on putting to her. And that man or woman 
of administering all affairs of state, including the administering does not li1e who would submit his or her personal or property 
of justice. It must be clear to the Members of this House that rights to a judge or juror who was with child. Her condition 
the power to determine the legal nature of the state must im- at such a time rendered her peculiarly sacred under Roman 
ply the power to assume and administer any office in the gift of law and under our law. 
the State. It would be a disturbing thing to ha1e electors with It is this great distinctive fnnction which is at the basis o:f 
power to erect institutions which they could not administer. that consideration .which men instinctively show to women in 

Necessarily, therefore, this proposed extension of the fran- so many ways, even to the point of suspending the criminal 
chise involves finally a movement ·which will subject all human laws in their favor. 
rights to feminine decision; and the women of America who There are a thousand duties to which you can not summon 
are opposing this movement are opposed to this change of their women who are rearing children. And every vigorous woman, 
status. Those women have a vested interest in this question. even though unman1ed, may b~ invited into that legal relation 
They ask the men of this Nation not to foreclose that interest which brings those powers into play. · 
without a vote from them. The antisuffragists are the Jeffer- Man's powero in this particular do not summon him from 
sonian Democrats on this question. And this is precisely what those external dt!t;ies on which the State is founded. Is he a 
those women will not get if the suffragists have their way. young man servmg the State, his marriage will simply 

·with banners unfurled bearing the proud device "The eman- strengthe~ his relations with his job, for he will need his 
cipation of woQlen," they decline to allow those to vote on salary tWice as much .as formerly, for he must needs support 
the question who they say, are to be the beneficiaries of the two, and presently three, and shortly four. 
mo1ement. [Appiause.] . If ?e is a. yom;tg man, u:unarried, serving his employer, his 
. The fact is the movement is the most undemocratic movement marriage w1ll stimulate his loyalty to that employer, for he 
ever commenced in the history of this country. need~ him twice as much as formerly. The young woman at 

Mr. Speaker, I was privileged to hear the opening address in ma~nage l~aves her employer, and rightly. She has other 
what turned out to be Mr. Roose1eit's campaign for a third duties. This fact, by the way, is one of the chief causes of 
term. As a member of the constitutional convention of Ohio, low~r w.ages to women than to men for like \VOrk. The man's 
sitting at Columbo , I heard it. It was very interesting to serVIce ~s r~garded as the more permanent. It is less subject 
hear him take precisely this ground on the suffrage question- to teri?mation. by natur.al events or the illness t4at atte~ds 
that is, he wanted it submitted to women democratically. ~omens functwns. Wh1le I h~ve _no sort ~f sympat?y w1th 

But later in Chicago he met 1\liss Addams-just before the .tOW wages for .any~ody, ~et this difference m '!age 1s based 
convention-and he saw a great light. upo~ a natural ~stmct wh1~h must be reckoned w~th. ~he man 

Who knows, maybe we shall ;live to see a "~Irs." at the star~s ~he faillliy. He brmgs tha~ together which gives the 
other end of Pennsylvania A1enue as President of the United fallllly 1ts start-the food, the clothing, the shelter-and he rep
States. Who knows, a "Mr." may hook up and unhook the resents ~e neces~ry sex i~~iative which sustains th~ life of 
gowns of the Nation's Chief. [Applause.] the fam1ly. He ~s the positive agent. He must deliberately 

But, .Mr. Speaker, one thing I do ~plow : There will be no do. ~e must deSire. . 
change while the world lasts to the little phrase "The man The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
behind the gun." [Applause.] Should the Prince of Peace Mr. BOWDLE. The gentleman from Wisconsin [.Mr. STAF-
defer His glorious promised advent for a thousand years the FORD] has promised to yield me some time. 
intelligence behind the gun will . be masculine and the ragged . .Mr. STAFFORD. How much time does the gentleman de
corpse in the ditches of this world's wars will be a masculine Sire? 
corpse. There he is, Mr. Speaker, the masculine man who has 1\Ir. BOWDLE. I should like to have 10 minutes. 
carried the ensign of liberty from Thermopylre to Yorktown, Mr. STAFFORD. I will yield the gentleman seven minutes. 
staggering slowly on toward a rational ideal which would lend [Cries of "Give it to him!"] 
some meaning to human life and history. [Applause.] The SPEAKER. The Chair was mistaken. The timekeeper 

Oh, yes; I know women have played a great and noble part says_ the gentleman is still entitled to 5 minutes more under 
in thi~ world's history; but it is a notable fact that this noble the grant. The gentleman is recognized for 10 minutes. 
part was played without the ballot and some time before the 1\Ir. BOWDLE. Women have a great function. Her func
movement came which last year destroyed $5,000,000 of London tions are not man's functions. Men ·and women are different. 
property created by men. The women who played that noble They are different in every atom. Right here is where women 
part did not haxe to be watched by the Scotland Yard detective set np a grouch. Many women resent the limitations of sex. 
force; they did not leave bombs in St. Pauls; they did not burn But why quarrel with God, when he has the final word? I 
the Edinburgh collection of scientific marine instruments work- might as well w·eep because I can not gestate a child. 
jng. an irreparable loss to science created by men only, and But, Mr. Speaker, I was saying that we instinctively giye 
which marks streets and lanes in the high seas. No, Mr. more to a young man than to a young woman because we recog
Sve~ker, the women whose names grace the page of history nize. him as the prime mover in the creation of life and the 
adnured men and bowed to the scientific and political genius fallllly. Some men object to that word . "instinct" as · on
which he has slowly evolved and ever used to make of this worthily applied to the human, but no student of the operations 
planet a place of residence for wholesome life. [Applause.] of the human mind on this floor will object to it. Falstaff had 

I was saying a morueQ.t ago _that the women who are opposed it right: 
to suffrage oppose it bcca u~e of the ne<'Pssa·ry change of status · Instinct is a great matter. 
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I ob~ned a F~uffragette a few evenings ago tipping a waitress, 
who bad sened her and a friend a meal, and I saw that she 
gave her les than half what be had given a waiter the even
ing before. I quickly-and she thought rudely-called her at
tention to this fact as an exemplification of in tinct working 
out unconsciou ly in human conduct. The in tinct and its mean
ing proTed quite hocking to her. [Laughter.] 

This family idea. this life idea, is far more ruling in matters 
of conduct than we suppo~e. ~Iankind, like all created things, 
insUnctively looks toward life and toward its preservation. 
We bravely deny any identity with lower animals. We proudly 
deny this identity though the form of every cell and muscle 
and nerve and organ identify us with all life. I admit this 
identity, though I de,·outly believe \J1 man's didne mission and 
de tiny. The heroism of the men in sacrificinO' themselves on 
the decks of the Titanic by placing all the suffragettes in the 
boats was, indeed. heroi m. It was the instinct heroic. But 
how few will see the same instinct heroically working in a dis
turbed ant colony. when, getting down on our knees, we see 
powerful ants, utterly careless of self. straining every nerve 
and muscle to rescue the eggs nnd carry them away from some 
titanic disaster, yet LuJ1bock and Farel and McCook point this 
out to us. It is the office of true science to humbl.e us. [Ap
plause.] 

This world is not just what each of us would ba ve it. But, 
Mr. Speaker, ble ed is that man who recognizes facts cheer
fully. Were I given the remaking of this world, I do not know 
just what I should dQ. InO'ersoll said he would make it not 
rain so bard in the sea; but. coming from Ohio, where we have 
had terrible floods, I should make it not rain so hard on the 
land. Of cour e, the suffragi ts would recommend some changes. 
One said to me that she would make papa bear the children. 
And this, Mr. Speaker, only bears out the claim that this move
ment, like the whole modern feminine movement, is a simple 
expression of sex resentment. Only the ofter day some socio
logical person examined the roster of a certain women's club 
in a we tern city, and out of 72 women members, all married 
and able, not a child had been born within the year. 

I would respectfully sugge t to the patriotic ladies that when 
next they meet, instead of denouncing the distinguished Mem
ber from New York [~Ir. LEVY] because of the condition of the 
baek gate of Monticello, they resolve on an im·estigation of this 
race-suicide question; that they give some attention to the 
feminine clothing que tion and the mil1inery que tion. 

These ladies should also examine into the menace to our 
1'\ation · found in the fact that within 10 years a multitude of 
American women, "1th great fortunes gathered by American 
men haYe laid them, to the extent of hundreds of millions, at 
the feet of forei,gn lords and dukes. while American workmen 
stand by and see their strength and genius go abroad to add to 
the ea e of foreign parasites. American men have not done so. 
American :men of wealth have married American women. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. Speaker, our civilization in form favors the family more 
thrin is generally suppo ed. The vote is really by families. Un
married men vote, of course, but each is the potential creator 
of a f:1mily; each is the potential creator of life. Marriage is 
the institution out of which we have all come. The State O'rew 
out of it. We mu t sustain it or perish. T--e most somber· ign 
of modern times-the sign which uives the most concern-is 
the a sault upon the family by increasing divorce. It is pro
posed that a further assault shall be made upon it by introduc
ing two political heads. by . subjecting its pur e to the drain of 
supporting two antagonistic parties. Will the family survive 
the attacks being made upon it? Well, I think so. Hegelian 
philosophy, which I accept, makes me think so, but the present 
strain upon it is immen e. 

To the State man is primarily responsible. He must serve 
H protect it, and die for it. The State holds him primarily 
re pon ible for these duties and a thousand others. He pays the 
reut \Yhen he lives with her and the alimony when he does not. 
He O'oe tr jail when he fails. Is it allowing him any peculiar 
privilege to ruaoaO'e the in titution wherein that responsibility 
i:" to l>e discLart:!·.·d? The dollar is earned in the State, not in 
·~he home. Shall 1.9 who is chn~ged with the duty f bringiu(J' 
it home have the State managell by the one who receives it? 
[~ npla use.] 

irr. Spencer states the case admirably: 
Are the politieul I'igbts of women. the same as those of mel?? The 

nssumption that they are the same ts widely made. Along w1th that 
identity of ri..,.llts above set forth as uri ing from the human nature 
common to th~ two sexes tiler . is suppo eel to go an identity of rights 
in t·espect to the d!I·ection of public affairs. At first sight It .seems 
that the two propet·.ly go toget~er, but consideration shows that _tl:J,is 
is not so. f'itizenslnp does not mclude only the gtving of votes, JOined 
now and again with the fulfillment of representative functions. It 

lnclndes also certain serious responsibilities. But if so, thet·e . can not. 
be equality of citizenship unl('. s along with the share of good there goes ·· 
the shhr(! of evil. To call that equality of citizenship under which some 
have their powers gratis while other pay for their powe1·s by under
taking risks is absurd. Now men, whatever political powers they may 
in any en e pos ess, arc at the same time severally liable to the los of 
liberty, to the privation, and occasionally to the death consequt'nt on 
having to defend the country; and if women, along with the same 
political power , have not the same liabilities, their po ition is not 
one of equality but one of suprt'macy. Unless, tht'refore, women furni h 
contingents to the Army and Navy such as men furnish, It is manifest 
that, ethically considered, the question of the equal political riahts, 
so-called, of women can not be entertained until there is reached a 
condition of permanent peace. Then only will it be po iblc (whetlter 
desirable or not) to make the political positions of men and women 
the same. 

Edmund Burke used to say that every law of the British 
Empire had for its ultimate object the getting of twelve hone. t 
men in the jury box. I think he over tated it; for there is 
omething that precedes even the admini tration of justice-it 

is marriage. The ultimate object of every law of every civilized 
country is to get one man in lo'\"e with one woman. Unle s that 
is the object the Nation must· come to an end. ~Ir. Speaker, 
a civilization can not be erected that favors celibacy. If it 
could, the arrangement would be quite temporary. There might 
be some jn tice in giving unmarried women the ballot f but every 
unmarried woman is ready to marry, and she should ·acrifice 
something-if it be a sacrifice-to that in titution which all the 
world hopes she will final1y enter. It is best for the unmarried 
that our laws· should favor the married. The unmarried need 
no special laws. And the unmarried know this, and hence un
married suffragette claim that their special '\"alue at the polls 
and in Jegi lative halls will be to reduce infant mortality. They 
need not concern them elves. The married will care for the 
children of this world. Should suffrage become a fact, the 
old man will parade the floor as usual in his nightshirt [Ap· 
plause.] 

All histOl~y, Mr. Speaker, is nothing but the record of an 
affair with a woman. Happy is that man whose affair is honor
able. 

I saw smoke curling up from a cottage chimney in a moun
tain glen. I followed it and entered the hou e; it was an affair 
with a woman. I looked into the dimpled face of a babe; it 
told of an affair with a woman. I saw a myriad of black
grimed men emerge from the mine's mouth with lamps and · 
dinner pails, and they smiled and went each his way, and I 
wondered why they worked amid such dangers; but I followed 
and found it wa an affair with a woman. I was in the cab of 
an express locomotive hurling us through darkne s toward the 
city. I wondered at his willingness to endure the dangers, as 
block signals and switche and cars shot by, but I aw his face 
for a moment by the steam-gauge light, and be smiled a we 
approached the division end; and I knew it was simply an affair 
\lith a woman. I wa with the inventor in an upper room at 
night, where he had Ja-red for years on the turl>ine principle •. 
and I marveled at his constan<.>y; but he howell me her pic
ture, and, 1\Ir. Speaker, it ·was an ·affair with a woman. And 
the words of Swedenborg came to me, "'rhough men know it 
not, love j the life of this world.~' [Great appian e.] 

Women; have they ami sion? Yes; it is to rule in the world 
of love ·and affection-in the home. It is not to ru1e in the 
State. They have a function to perform which preclude the 
latter sort of rule. Man is king of this universe; woman is 
queen. The queen rules when the king is dead, or become a 
mollycoddle, and the AmeriCan man is not that yet. [Applau e.] 

The great· need of America to-day is more marriage; but 
many men are afraid to attempt to support the modern woman; 
and this suffrage question is making women less attractive to 
men. 

Yes; the need is more marriage. America needs a new bap
tism of the old-time masculinity, and the bapti m hould be by 
immersion. We need the old type of feminine woman. · 

I know that marriage i by the economic condition unduly 
po tponed or prevented altogether, and I deplore thi ; but I 
have never ret heard that the way to treat a di ea e was to 
make it wor . 

Mr. Speaker the problems of our Government are inunen . 
Yes, they are immen e and at times eem baffling. I would 
solve them as far as they can be solved by tatute. I would 
not add to them. We have among ns as an immen problem. 
starinO' at us at evC' y corner, a vast rna s of undige ted foreign 
citizens, who, by loose immigration Jaw , have come here and. 
by looser nanu·nlization laws, soou become voter . I do not for 
one moment begrudge them residence here-tho e who hn ve 
come-but I do ask the patriotic American men of this 1~ation 
whether they desire to increa e our national problems by invit
ing the wives and sister of these men to the ballot box-and 
these persons are plentifully supplied . in this particular. In 
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the proper immigrant I belie1e, but in limited and digestible 
quantities. 

1\Ir. Speaker, many things are to be changed by feminine 
suffrage. One of them is the "double standard," so called. 
Mrs. Pankhurst, lately in this city, assured us that this change 
is the first thing upon the suffrage program. I should like to 
have her exhibit to me the statute she would pass on this sub
ject. Its wording would be interesting. But pray-and let us 
be frank-who is it that treats fallen women most harshly? 
Is it not woman herself? Her bill would have to be entitled 
"An act to reform women's views of women." And who is it 
that treats a delinquent man with the most consideration? Is 
it not women? 

What would Mrs. Pankhurst do with him? Let this famous 
lady try to put some legislati1e stigma upon him (say on his 
forehead), and the first persons to protest would be the young 
man's mother and sisters. 

I deplore the immoralities of this age. I know how the 
energies of thousands of young men are dissipated. I would to 
God that every young man knew the true dignity of pure man
hood. I would that e'\"ery young man had written o'\"er the 
lintels of his - heart the seventh chapter of Proverbs as my 
mother bade me write it. But this thing is unreachable by law. 
Self-restraint is not begotten by statute. 

And we all weep too much over prostitutes. Reform for 
them is easy. · Any one of them in any American city, de
siring to reform, can wash the paint off, clean up, go to the 
next town, and get honest housework. Laziness and vanity. 
are largely responsibile for their chosen vocation. We are too 
lugubrious anyhow oT'er e'\"il people, lazy people, and criminals 
generally. Our stamina seems to be breaking down in this 
matter. It would be better were we sadder over the plight of 
some honest people. My sympathies are with the hard work
ing and honest. 
· Word has gone forth that nothing unflattering shall be said 

of women. But if women want to jump into politics they must 
not be astonished to haT'e their pedestals jarred by an occa
sional truth. "Hold onto your halo, when you enter politics," 
is a good motto. Women surely can not burn property and 
assault and insult State ministers without hearing something 
about themselves. 

Having declared man to be a tyrant, they must not get em
barrassed when sternly asked to name the day and date when 
he became so, for our mothers did not regard him so. 

Of course women can no more guarantee the millennium than 
can men. Every woman in Colorado has had the ballot for 18 
years, yet prostitution is as common in Denver as in any other 
American city. "\Yonderful things are to occur under suffrage, 
yet only the other night I read again Judge Lindsey's book, the 
Beast in the Jungle, and to my surprise the beast was the 
same old beast of special privilege in Denver, and the jungle 
was in Denver. 

No; we can not have the millennium by law, and women will 
learn this, as men have been compelled to learn it. If we 
could, this Nation would long since have been the scene of 
millennia! glory surpassing anything dreamed of by the prophets 
of Israel, for we certainly have the laws. 

We are so far from the millennium that some of our sects 
look for the second ad\ent as our only hope. The fact is, with 
all the light we have had. especially in this Nation, we shoul~ 
have developed a multitude of Christs in these centuries. We 
should not have to be asking the badly treated -one to come 
back. One thing is certain, our civilization is so complex that 
it is going to take vastly more fidelity to ideals, vastly more 
virtue and honor, to manage it in the future than in the past. 
A multitude of Christly characters must be produced to guide 
this Nation. 
· I personally have no fear of what suffrage will do if it comes. 
But I deny its claims. My wife will vote with me or she will 
not. If she votes \"\ith me, her vote is unnecessary. If she 
intends voting against me, then it is not necessary for either 
of us to vote. We can hang out a sign "Occupants of this 
house are paired " 

I know quite well that wives will quite uniformly vote with 
their husbands. Even those receiving alimony will vote with the 
recreant husband and rally around the pay check. 

They say that" man-made" laws are not just to them. When 
did woman acquire a well-being separate from man's well
being? When did this race become divided? When the well
being of man is cared for the well-being of woman is assured. 
Give a young man money and his first expenditure is often in 
the interests of some woman. The first evidence that dad is 
getting on is usually seen on mamma's back. Help a man and 
you have helped a woman. As for man-made lawsf I will com-

\ 

pare Ohio's raws with the laws of any suffrage Stnte on earth 
and prove their equality in point of progressi-re justice. 

They say that in some States a man is still able to will away 
even his children and may confiscate his wife's wages. 1\Ir. 
Speaker, I have had a long experience at the bar, and I have 
patiently read the legal journals, but I have never heard of an 
American man asserting such rights, if he ever had them. I 
know that in all probate and orphans' courts where I have ever 
practiced the tenderest consideration has ever been shown for 
the rights of wives, mothers, and widows. And as for wages, 
the vast mass of American workingmen turn over their pay en· 
velopes to their wives, keeping only enough for a little chewing 
or smoking tobacco. The nations of the world agree that the 
finest and most generous man on earth in his treatment of 
women is the American man, the suffrage leaders to the con
trary notwithstanding. They say that the present situation is 
taxation without representation. The fact is that 99 per cent 
of the women of wealth received the same either by gift or in
heritance from some "tyrannical" dead man, who labored hard 
to make it. Men create the property wealth of this world, and 
it is proper that they should. 

Mr. Speaker, there is in America to-day a forgotten institu
tion known as the "old man." I know him, you know him. 
Our mothers knew him and honored him, and he honored them. 
But he is now forgotten and often derided. Suffragists insult 
him. I looked upon his frozen features as he conquered the 
Antarctic Zone, while women burned up five millions of his 
property at home, made by him with back-breaking labor. I 
have seen his face in the deadly saffron flames of molten metal, 
where a mismovement meant death. I have been with him in 
the bowels of steamers and have seen him wipe the scalding 
sweat from his face as he fed hellish furnaces. I have been 
with him working on great engines, in work taxing nerves and 
strength, where a mistake of a thousandth of an inch meant 
ruin. I have been with him in the grease and slime of repairs 
to great engineering apparatus. I have gotten up -'with him in 
the frosty darkness of the morning to go to tl)e great shops of 
the cities, while leisure America slept. I have eaten with him 
his spare breakfasts. I have been with multitudes of him 
around the forges of the world at noon dining from buckets, 
yet always cheerful. I have seen him pinned beneath locomo
tives, with his flesh frying on his bones and his hand still grip
ping the throttle, when his last question was as to the pas
sengers and his last message was to a woman. I have gone in 
imagination 5,000 feet into the sea and visited the Titanic wreck 
and have seen 500 of him, cold in death, still in the shaft alleys, 
engine and boiler rooms, and each dead at his post; and a thou
sand more I saw, all men, who had nobly offered their lives 
that women might live. I have seen multitudes of him in the 
lagoons and morasses of virgin countries, shaking with malaria, 
yet pushing forward the frontiers of life that more -life might 
safely live upon this planet. 

I have visited the trenches of battle fields populous with his 
ragged corps, unmurmriringly dying for his country. I ha'\"e 
seen him strapped upon the plank of the guillotine and stand 
upon the scaffold "with head bloody but unbowed " offering his 
life as a witness to his principles. I have seen him upon the 
calvaries of this world drinking the vinegar of temporary de
feat. I have seen him labor with his philosophies, without hope 
of gain, that men might be happier here a~d-
better know their end. and· the number of their days, and be -led to in
cline their hearts ·unto wisdom-

And I ba ve seen him work in music, and laboriously chisel 
in all arts that he might better teach his fellows the divine 
destiny of the race. Yes; I have seen-all this, and you have 
seen it, 1\Ir. Speaker, and it has convinced me long since of 
man's divine origin and destiny. Despite the buffetings of 
sin, the angel in him has overcome the Jacob in him at Jab
bok, and I this day believe the inspired account of his rreation, 
when Jehovah, speaking with an unnumbered multitude of the 
heavenly host, said, "Let us make man in our own image and 
likeness." 

This, 1\Ir. Speaker, is man '' the tyrant." This is the being 
of whom Miss Shaw said the other day, "All we ask of man is 
that he stand out of our sunshine." This is the being who is 
no longer able to represent women, who indeed misrepre ents 
them, though he furnishes the world its meal tic~et. 

Mr. Speaker, the women of this land who do not want the 
suffrage are entitled to be heard on this floor and at the ballot 
box. Their case has seldom been adequately stated. Fear 
aniong men, I regret to say, has usually prevented its state
ment-fear of alienating votes. I have stated their case with~ 
out fear, My personal regret is that a statement of the case 
wears the aspect of hostility to women and the suffrage. But 

--
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Each State of the Union js represented in Congress by two 
Senators, who are eJected by the State to represent the State in . 
national affairs 

Each State is subdivided into congressional districts, from 
each of which there is a 1\Iember upon this floor, who e first 
practical duty is to look to the welfare of his own constituents 
as national legislation may affect them. 

There are times when both legislators and the people them
selves fan into error as to what is be t for the people. Those 
errors of judgment usuaJly are the result of a lack of mature 
consideration and serious thought. In these days of wide read· 
ing and range of opportunity for information the peqple are 
wide-awake as to what. they want and when they want it. When 
they have laid aside all heat and passion and have taken a pub
lic question under calm and serious consideration, their solution 
of it is usually accepted as the correct solution. If it hould 
not be, more deliberate consideration, coupled with the light of 
further obsenation in the school of experience, settles the ques
tion right; and no question is ever settled until it is settled 
right. 

When the people have taken a proposition under advisement 
and have reached a conclusion, they are no longer slow to ex· 
press their views and to make known that conclusion to their 
Representatives whom they have selected to speak for them. 

A Representative in Congress is the servant of tho e whose 
commission he bears. Before they have spoken he may advise 
with them and take counsel of them. When this has been done 
and they have spoken, he must voice their judgment; or, as Ken
tucky's illustrious son, "Bill" Thorne, has said, ''they will get 
some one who will." 

It is quite clear to me that my constituents are either against 
the proposition to give the ballot to women or that they have 
not yet reached a conclusion upon the question. 

Recently I spent nearly for~y days in the congressional district 
which I have the honor to represent, and while there only one 
person asked me to vote for this resolution while a number
asked me to vote against it. 

Nearly everybody now has postal facilities at the door. 
Nearly everybody is freely using these facilities in con\eying 
their views upon public questions to those whom they have 
selected to voice their views. 

There are thirteen counties in the district which I repre ent. 
I have not received a request fl;om anyone, either man or woman, 
in Green County asking me to vote for this resolution. Neither 
have I received. any such request from Taylor County, nor 
from Marion County, nor from Washington County, nor from 
Nelson County, nor from BuJlitt County, nor from Larue 
County, nor from Hart County, nor from Gray on County, nor 
from Ohio County. I have received such requests from Hardin, 
Breckinridge and 1\leade Counties; but these requests came 
only from West Point and Stithton, in Hardin County, and 
only from Muldraugh and Brandenburg, in Meade County, and 
only from Irvington, in Br.eckinridge County. There are two 
hundred and fourteen precincts in tlie fourth cm1gre ional dis
trict. The above communications came from only five of the e 
precincts. Only one came from Brandenburg, only one from 
Irvington, and only one from Stithton. 

Twelve of these communications came from West Point, and 
four of them were written by the same hand, upon the sn me 
kind of paper, and were mailed in the same kind of envelope; 
twenty came from Meade County, nineteen of them from Mul· 
draugh; of the nineteen which came from Muldraugh, seventeen 
of them were written by the same hand, with the same ink, 
upon the same kind of paper, and were mailed in exactly the 
same kind of envelope. Thus, it seems, that the e commuruca· 
tions were the resuJt of suggestion rather than of individual 
initiative. In this connection it may not be out of place to say 
that West Point and Muldraugh are both upon the Illinois Cen
tral Railroad, but a. few miles apart, anC: are adjoining pre
cincts, aJthough one is in Hardin County and the other is in 
1\Iea.de County. 

From two hundred and nine precincts in the district I ha vc 
not had a single request to vote for the resolution. All told, I 
have but thirty-three of these requests; thirty of them Ctlme 
from two adjoining precincts, and twenty-one of them ar:e writ
ten by the same hand. 

If I have received any such requests other than those just 
recited, I have misplaced the letters containing them and do not 
now recall them. 

The exp~nse of submitting this question would be enormous. 
The Legislature in Kentucky sits only sixty dr.yL in every two 
years. It is possible that an extra session of the legislature 
would have to be called. 

/ 
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When those for whom I am here to speak have indicated to 

me in significant numbers that they ,are willing to incur the 
trouble and expense incident to tlie submission of this question, 
then I shall cheerfully respond to that expression and vote for 
submission. But it seems to me that such expense should not 
be incurred upon the petition of only thirty-three out of a total 
population of 225,000. 

Here and there throughout the country are those, greater or 
le in number1 who are asking that more than a hundred dif
ferent propositions to amend the Constitution be submitted to 
the States. None of these can be granted until the petition 
comes from at least a significant number of the people. 

I do not wish to be understood as saying that a significant 
number does not exist in many portions of our Northern and 
Western States for this particular one, but it is patent upon the 
showing just stated by me that there is not yet sufficient senti
ment among my constituents to warrant my imposing this great 
expense upon them. 

As I before 'SU.id, should that sentiment continue to develop 
until it" has become the will of the people of the fourth con
gressional district, I shall acquiesce in that will to the extent 
of casting my vote in Congress for the submission. 

In so doing I would be but performing a duty to the people, 
whose servant I am. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [l\Ir. SLOAN]. 

l\Ir. SLOAN. Mr. Speaker, the woman-suffrage amendment in 
Nebra ka has not been considered as a partisan question. In 
our constitutional convention 't was debated at length, but was 
rejected, and the constitution from which it was excluded was, 
in 1 75, adopted by the people of the State. In 1882 it was sub
mitted to the people and defeated by a decisive vote, as follows: 
For suffrage, 25,756 ; against, 50.693. 

Recently Nebraska adopted the initiath'e and referendum 
sy tern of submitting questions directly to the people. The 
friends of woman suffrage appealed to the referendum system 
during the last year and had the question submitted to the 
Nebra ka electorate. The vote cast on No\ember 3, 1914, was-
for. !J0,738; against, 100,842; majority against, 10,104. In the 
fourth congressional district, which 1 represent, 10 counties 
out of 11 cast majorities against the proposition. The vote by 
counties was as follows: 

Butler ........................................................ . 
Fillmore ...................................................... . 
Gage ......................................................... . 
Hamilton ................................................... .. 
Jefferson .................................................... .. 
Polk ......................................................... . 
Saline . . ...................................................... . 
Saunders ..................................................... . 
Seward . . ..................................................... . 
Thayer ...................................................... .. 
York ......................................................... . 

For. Against. 

1,085 
1,3 2 
2, 401 
1,097 
1,250 
1 025 
1:163 
1,430 

I,~~ 
1,652 

1,675 
1,609 
2,519 
1, 237 1,: 
1,830 
1,985 
2,129 
1,69-1 
1,859 

Tot!ll........................... ... • . .. .. • •• • • • • .. • • • .. .. 14, 478 19, 050 

Majority against, 4,572. 
While unwarranted obstacles should not be placed in the way 

of amending our National Constitution, we must recall the fact 
tha t the unit for amending the Constitution is the State itself, 
and where the State itself, through its recognized system of ex
pre sion, has recently published at the polls its sentiment upon 
that subject, that should be controlling upon the Representa
tive of the State. Especially is this true where a Member of 
Congress representing a district of the State finds the people 
whom he is elected to represent so emphatically speaking upon 
the question invol\ed. 

If no recent deliverance had been made by the people of the 
State or my district on the subject, my course would be largely 
go\erned by whether or not, in my judgment, a '\ery large per
centage of the people of the district and State desired a right to 
express themsel\es on the subject; but in this their expression 
is not a matter of estimate but one of established fact. I feel 
it would not be my duty to vote to sublllit the question to the 
4 States, which would give 36 States an opportunity to force 
upon my own State a measure which it has so recently rejected. 

Controlled by these considerations, I shall \Ote against the 
pending resolution. [Applause.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. l\fr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [l\Ir. CARTER]. 

1\Ir. CARTER. m·. Speaker, it would seem that the inspiring 
sigh~ of the galleries to-day might operate as an eternal bar 
to any man raising his \Oice against anything the ladies might 
demand. We should all be grateful for the presence of the 
ladles here to-day, whether they be for suffrage or against 

suffrage. Indi\idually I am always glad to see the ladies take 
part in public ' meetings. I am always glad to see them par
ticipate in public affairs. I believe that public meetings are 
made better by their presence and public affairs are made 
better by such participation as they indulge in at present. 
Especially is this true in America, for the American woman 
is the greatest woman that eV"er graced the face of the earth. 
She has not an equal, she has not a peer, in either ancient, 
medieval, or modern history. Other times and other climes 
have furnished great women, but they were always of the 
individual, of the personality, rather than of the class. But 
we men believe that the American women are all so great, are 
all so grand, that no particular star is able to stand out and 
shine to the exclusion • of a great many others. They are 
angels, they are jewels, they are the queens and princesses of 
our hearts, and we poor benedicts sometimes find them to be 
the autocrats of our households. I am really such a belie\er 
in woman as &. class that sometimes I am almost convinced 
against my better judgment that she should indulge in the 
pastime of voting. Were it not for shattering an ideal, were 
it not for dethroning her from that high pedestal upon which 
we are accustomed to place her, and dragging her down to the 
level of us beastly men, I believe I might even to-day be 
willing to vote for uni\ersal woman suffrage. 

But I am gr)ing to leave that to the ladies, and I am going to 
be perfectly fair about it. If they will take a vote on woman
suffrage and they will say by their ballots that they think they 
ought to ha\e the right to vote, and say it unanimously, then 
we might consider favorably such resolution as is pre ented here 
for nation-wide woman suffrage, but there should be no dis
senting V""oice. [Applause.] 

Suppose the citizens of some particular Commonwealth-both 
men and women-should be overwhelmingly opposed to the ex
tension of suffrage to women? Are we to force an unwilling 
condition upon them? That is certainly what this resolution 
means if it is passed and adopted by a sufficient number of the 
States. 

Certainly I will go a great deal further with relation to the 
States themselYes and say that a majority vote of the good 
ladies of any State should determine their right to vote in that 
particular State. The State of Oklahoma has gone on record 
against woman suffraae by a State-wide vote of nearly two to 
one, and until the ladies of my home State gi\e so~e adver e 
expression I shall certainly consider this action as binding in
structions on me. 

But aside from the question of woman's rights and desires I 
can not bring myself to look with fa\or upon these efforts to 
have the Federal Government prescribe qualifications for the 
rights of suffrage in any of the separate States, but had rather 
lea\e their settlement to the States themselves. [Appian e.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from 'Alabama [Mr. MULKEY]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [~!r. MUL
KEY] is recognized for fiV"e minutes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman is not in the Chamber, 
I will withdraw the grant of time. 

Mr. M01\"DELL. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield fiV"e minutes to the 
gentleman from Michigan [~!r. CRAMTON]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from l\Iichiga:;. [Mr. CRAM
TON] is recognized for fi\e minutes. 

1\fr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the resolution which is now 
pending before this House involves a question of absolute natu
ral right, for such is the right of woman to vote, just as 
is the right of the man to vote. This is no time nor place for 
hairsplitting technicalitie . There is in this debate much to 
indicate too many are disposed-like the administration-to 
permit molehills of technicality to obscure great mountains of 
principle. 

The right to \ote is simply the right to share in the directing 
of the affairs of the GoYernment, which tas been formed to 
promote the general welfare. The right is inherent in e\ery 
individual, and to withhold the exercise of that right from any 
indindual, except from those unfit to exercise it, as the minor, 
the insane, the criminal, or the idiot, is an infringement on the 
natural God-given rights of liberty. 

The Declaration of Independence is re\ered to-day by all 
Americans and by lovers of liberty e\erywhere, not because of 
its recital of the wrongs suffered by the Colonies, nor yet be
cause of the momentous event which it heralded to the world, 
but because of the principles it enunciates-the basic and funda
mental principles of human rights ~d liberty : 

We hold these truths to be self-evident: That all men are created 
equal ; that they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable 
rights; that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; 
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that to secure these rights governments are instituted n.mong men, 
deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed. 

Following that Declaration came 11 years later the forming 
of the Constitution for the new Government of the United 
States, in the preamble of which the purpose of that Govern
ment is stated to b~ " to promote the general welfare and 
secm·e the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity." 

The world's experience has shown in every page of histor:v 
that, whatever may be the form of government, the affairs of 
government are conducted primarily in the interests of those 
who have control of the Government, and that each Government 
will be aimed to secure the general welfare just about in propor
tion as it may be under the general control of its people. 

Under individual despotisms the we.tfare of the despot was 
his fir~t concern and that of his Government. Herod had the 
power 3.nd he exercised it in his own interest, causing to be put 
to death thousands of little children in his dominion in order 
that his own throne might be secure. Under the aristocratic 
rule of feudalism the many existed but to serve and promote 
the welfare of the few. Under our own Government, the Gov
ernment of the people, by the people, and for the people, it has 
constantly served the general welfare more and more as the 
individual citizen has more and more come to have a direct and 
po Hive share in the direction of its affairs. 

It is for this reason that the very foundation of the great 
progressive movement of which we hear so constantly rests upon 
the right of each individual to participate in his own govern
ment. Legislation which will secure to each individual more 
firmly th& exercise of that right or make this exercise more easy 
and effective is progressive and is paving the way for a-ll legis
lation for the general welfare. 

The new constitution of Michigan, adopted in 1909, declares 
in section 1 of the declaration of rights: 

All political power is inherent in the people. Government is insti-
tuted for their equal benefit, security, and protection. . . 

That Declaration was approved by the overwhelming majority 
given that instrument by the voters of Michigan. No one, 
either in Michigan or elsewhere in this country, would question 
the correctness of the prin~iples it enunciates. Had the op
ponents of this resolution, however, drawn that declaration of 
rights they must logically have stated, ".All political power is 
inherent in the people who are males." No one would seriously 
propose or defend a declaration in that form. Those who op
pose this resolution must admit that all political power is by 
nature inherent in the people without regard to sex, but defend 
their opposition to the exercise of such power by those who 
may be females on the ground that the general welfare of all 
would better be served by the exercise of political power by a 
part of the people and exclusive from such exercise of another 
part. Such exclusion of a part being the denial of a natural 
right of the indiYidual ought not to be contemplated or per
mitted to continue unless it is clearly and positively estab
lished that the general welfare is thereby promoted. It has 
been so established that the general welfare is best promoted 
by excluding from the exercise of this natural right the minor, 
the insane, the criminal, and the idiot. These are not per
mitted to vote because of the immaturity of the mind uf the 
minor, the lack of mind in the idiot, and the perverted mind 
of the criminal or the insane. Farther than this it has not 
been deemed for the general welfare to go so far as the male 
population is concerned. How conservative we have been in 
restricting this natural right as to men is evident when we 
think of the men who vote and have their say as to the decision 
of questions affecting the general welfare, the conditions under 
which women as well as men shall work and live, the ·environ
ment which shall surround the children which women bring 
into the world and rear, the prosperity and happiness of the 
home which is the pe<:uliar province of the woman, as well as 
the prosperity and success of the business which is the pecu
liar province of the man. 

When we think of some of the men who have their say as to 
all of these things which go to make up the general welfare, 
men who have not enough capacity to provide for themselves, 
to say nothing of providing for and protecting the interests 
of a family, men so_ dominated by habit and appetite that they 
have lost all power to govern self, and men so ignorant or. so 
shiftless that instead of being able to labor for the general 
welfare they are, in effect, a burden upon it, we realize how 
jealou ly we have been di posed to guard the simple and 
natural right of the individual man to Yote. It is only in the 
mo t extreme, well-determined cases that we have dared to 
oeny this right to any male citizen. It is just as clearly a 
uatural light of the woman as of the man, and unless the in
capacity of womankind as a class to exercise that natural right 

appears as clearly as does the incapacity of the idiot, the crimi
nal, or the insane, and more clearly than does the incapacity of 
the confirmed drunkard, th~ vagabond,- or the half-witted 
ignoramus, then, in all logic womankind as a class should not 
be deprived of the opportunity to exerci e this natural right. 

And if their incapacity as a class does not so clearly appear 
as to justify their exclusion as a class, then the individuals of 
that class, whether they be lew or many, who desire to exercise 
that natural right, and whose individual incapacity has not been 
demonstrated, should be permitted to exercise it. The bnrden 
of proof rests ab olutely upon those who would continue to 
deny to woman the right to vote. It is a burden of proof which 
can be satisfied not merely by a preponderance of evidence, but 
~Y evidence which will satisfy beyond any reasonable doubt, 
JUSt as has been the case in connection with the voting power 
of the men. The right of one person to take part in the affairs 
of government should not and d9es not depend in any ca e upon 
the desire of any other person to exercise that right. The right 
is not the right of a class, but the right of an individual. Not 
only our individual acquaintance, but the rapid spread of 
woman suffrage in this country tells each of us that there is a 
widespread desire among women to vote. 

Does anyone believe that California or Washington would 
have granted the suffrage to women in the face of united pro
test against it from the women; and does anyone know of any 
united demand from the women of Wyoming for the repeal of 
this proposition in that St:}te? The gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. MoNDELL] who has introduced the pending resolution has, 
since he introduced that resolution, gone again before the elec
torate of that State as a candidate for reelection to Congre s, 
and that electorate, including the women of his State, bas again 
given to him its indorsement, and thereby has given the most 
positive approval that the women are not against woman uf
frage. But whether the per cent of women desiring the right 
to vote be 20 per cent or 50 per cent or 90 per cent is quite im
material. When the exercise of the right is permitted each 
individual woman must decide for herself whether and how 
she shall exercise that right, just as each individual man to-day 
must decide for himself. But the 80 per cent or 50 per cent or 
10 per cent of women who do not think that they need or care 
to vote should not be permitted to deprive of the exercise of 
their natural right those women who do care to exercise it. 
And· such is the intelligence, moral quality, and patriotism of 
womankind that the larger the part that woman consents to 
take in affairs affecting the general welfare the better will be 
the results secured. 

In so far as their interests are identical with men the right 
of women to participate in the affairs of their Government is 
identical with that of men. In so far as matters.are concern(>d 
where their- interests differ the right of the woman to be ad
mitted to participate in. the decisions of such matters is inten
sified. 

It is the policy of this administration and of many Members 
on this floor to parade their solicitude for State rights. They 
show a greater conc.e!·n for qebatable State rights than they clo
for acknowledged individual rights. 

The .various States of the Union, the Federal Government it
self, and the individual citizens who maintain governments, 
both of State and Nation, all have their obligations and their 
rights defined in our Federal Constitution. The same Consti
tution provides bow it may be amended. This provision was 
agreed to by the States, and the amendment under consideration 
is exactly in accordance with the agreed method of amendment. 
It does not propose to interfere in any way with any matters 
of purely local or State concern. It is the theory ·of our Govern
ment that those matters which involve alike the welfare of the 
whole country shall be passed upon by the Federal 'Government, 
but local matters which may require different treatment in dif
ferent sections of the country shall be governed locally. 'l'he 
women in one section of this country I do not believe are 
materially different from their sisters el ewhere, and especially 
their natural right to share in their government exi ts in one 
State as much as in another. It is simply proposed to O'uar
antee to them everywhere the exercise of that na.tnral right, 
leaving to the individual State the same control over the exer
cise of the right of franchi e by wQmen as they now have as 
to men. 

These gentlemen who are so exercised about State rights in 
connection with this propo ition hould read again the first 
10 amendments of the Federal Con t1tution. These were among 
the 12 proposed by the Congress of 1789, the other 2 propo ed 
by that Congre . not being adopted. In the main, those 10 
amendments aim to protect and ecure individual right against 
any po sible infringement on the part of the Federal Govera
ment. 
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·The right to bear arms; to security against unreasonable 

searches or seizures; to trial' by jury; to security against being 
placed twice in jeopardy, deprived of life, liberty, or property, 
except by due process of law, or the taking of private property 
for public use without just compensation; to h.ave speedy and 
public trial by an impartial jury; the right of th,e-defendant to 
confront witnesses against him and to compel the attendance 
of witnesses in his favor and have counsel, and the right of 
trial by jury in civil cases, protection against excessive bail, 
excessi1e-finPs, and cruel and- unusual punishments-these all in
vade possible subjects of State legislation and of State concern, 
but they were placed in the rederal Constitution as ame~:dments 
as a bulwark for the Pl'otection of individual right as against 
possible tyranny of State or Nation. Not one of these amend
ments, which came into the Constitution !>y amendment, treats 
of any right of the individual more positive, fundament~ or 
important than is treated by the amendment proposed to-day
that no individual shall be barred. from voting by reason merely 
of sex·. Many here will vote against submitting this new bul
wark of individual' liberty, this- new mark of progress; to the 
States for consideration. They should note that three States
Georgia, Connecticut. and Mas achnsetts-voted against every 
one of the· amendments r have above referred to, those guaranties 
of individual right. In much less than another hundred years 
votes cast to-day in this House against this resolution will ap
pear as reactionary and as tacking ill the true principles- of 
individual liberty as now does the negative vote of those three 
States. · 

The resolution before us is a simple guaranty of an inalien-
aBle-individual right and should become a part of the supreme 
1a of this land. There is an undeniable and widespread demand 
fOr· the submission of this resolution to the several States for 
ratification or rejection, and even if I did not myself personally 
approve of woman suffrage I should not feel, as a believer in 
populnr government, that I had any right to vote to prevent a 
d-ecision of this question by· means of the referendum provided 
in the Constitution. [Applause.] 

Mr. STAFFORD._ Mr. Speaker; I yield four- minutes to. the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. MuLKEY]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from .Alabama [Mr. Murr 
KEY] is recognized for four minutes. 

I\Ir. MULKEY. Mr. Speaker, the proposed amendment is far
reaching. Its adoption would requil:e the States to ~ mit 
woman on an equality with men in the exercise of suffrage. 
The exercise of the franchise is not a right, but· only a privilege 
granted"by law. 

There is nothing, so far as-I am advised, in our Federal Con
stitution which prohibits the several States from conferring 
this privilege u·pon women. In. fact. several of them have 
aiready done- so. 

I am not now going to argue against the wisdom of such pro
visions in our State laws. I have the profoundest respect for 
those w.ho are- insisting upon this right. I know many women 
who could vote as intelligently, and probably more so, than 
some men; they are patriotic, and the end they have in view 
is. their country's good. 

:Many of them know and understand better than I the princi
ples of good government. I believe that on all great moral 
issues their votes would be in the right direction ; and though 
many of them might be influenced by sentiment, superficial in 
its nature, yet in the end they would settle down and act with 
de liberation. 

No man goes before me in his regard for- woman, her intellect 
ana her patriotism. She is the salt of the earth. I am not 
among those who believe her extraordinary powers and talents 
should be limited or circumscribed. I believe in her expansion. 
I. know her influence is for good. It her precepts and examples 
were followed, we an agree that the world would be better. 

All men, almost, Pntertain this view. But men, at the ballot 
box and in the halls of legislation, look after her interest. 

At one time in the history of our laws she was civily dead. 
She could not contract or acquire property without certain 
kir;tds of consents of her husband. Many kinds of restrictions 
were thrown around and about her. They have been removed. 

In Alnbama, and I believe in most of the States, the only 
limitation placed upon her power now to contract is that she 
can not become the surety of her husband. This is for her 
protection. In most of the States he can not convey an absolute 
title to hls property without her voluntary signature to the 
deed. She can veto a sale. Usually insurance carried by the 
hu~ band is exempt-:!rom the payment of debts and goes to his 
wife. 

Laws nre made for her benefit an4 protection. If she sepa
rate from her hu band and undertakes to get a divorce, he is 

required to· pay here laWyer's. fee and alimony pending a hear
ing, though the charges may be wholly groundle s. 

· Man has always been considerate of her welfare, at least in 
legislative matters. If in court the jury a1·e her sympathizers, 
and often she wins against evidence and justice. In other 
words, socially, in_ legislation. and in the courts she is the ward 
of the manhood of the country. Why then does she want to 
exercise the right of suffrage? CQuld she do any better for 
herself than- man does for her? 

If she were here daily contending with us, how· much more 
could she expect to accomplish than is already hers? Nothing 
but ·a taste of power. The great cry is that woman should be 
allowed to vote in order· to protect themselYes. Against what? 
Do men op_vress them? Do we act toward them as though they 
were not American citizens or entitled to the protection of our 
laws? On the contrary we show. them every consideration. pro
vide for their safety, and protect their interest always and 
everywhere. If, therefore, they could vote, they could not im
prove their condition, but might place themselves in a position 
that men would not be as tolerant and patient and chivalrous 
toward them as they now are. 

But whether they should or should not vote is not a question 
proper for national conStitutional regulation. The States should 
regulate it. Different conditions may exist in different States, 
and hence woman suffrage might be acceptable or de irable in 
one State and not in another. There seems to be a disposition 
on the part of some to regard the Federal Constitution as a 
wholly imperfect document and needing. amendment every year. 
Sir, I do not so regard it. We have lived under it for more 
than a century. It has stood the storms and tempests. ·Under 
its wise and beneficent provisions. we have grown to be the 
gxeatest Nation in the world, and for one I shall be slow to take 
any <:hances on radical changes in our organic law. I shall 
therefore oppose the amendment. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. M.r. Speaker, I yield another minute to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FABB]. 

The SPEAKER. · The gentleman ·ft·om Pennsylvania [Mr. 
FARB] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. FARR. 1\Ir. Speaker this Hall has resounded to-day wjth 
praise of woman-her great virtue, her great intelligence, her 
great morality, her great patriotism-but she is not good enough 
and intelligent enough to vote. 

A few women, like a few men, may be influenced by thi>J 
fulsome praise, but the 1ast body of womankind in this country 
are not phazed with that. They ask for simple justice-the 
right to participate in this Government, their Government, to 
be real citizens; and well may we concede that privile-ge, be
cause it will b~ for our good, for the good of our Government, 
and for their good .. 

Some gentlemen are afraid that the women in the congested 
di~tricts may not have the necessary intelUgence and the 
morality to vote properly. there. I want to tell you, my friends, 
that women in the congested districts are thinking women. 
They are surrounded by adversity. They know what m;e the 
great problems, and th_ey will know how to help in their solution 
when they get the opportunity to vote. 

The gentleman from Ohio [l\fr. BoWDLE] presented interesting 
figures as to the nonnewspaper readers among the women. The 
women do not have to read in order to know. They do not ha\e 
to look in order to see. That great intuitive power of theirs 
is a source of knowledge and wisdom which, embodied in the 
practical citizenship of the day, will mean great and useful 
development. Let me contrast with those figures this state
ment, that in one penitentiary in this country there are 300 
inmates, of whom 275 are men and 25 are women. This is true 
throughout our country. · 

We say that good citizenship is b::u;ed on intelligence and 
morality. The women have both those qualities, and we need 
to give them the opportunity to use them in the affa.irs of gov-
ernment. We inay rest assured that they will not 1ote against 
their home or their children, and, as a rule, for right and ju·s
tice, to make conditions better and to help tho e who need 
help. As for the sturdy oak and clinging vine theory- voiced 
to-day by those opposed to women voting, we know that in 
times of trouble, adversity., and distress, when real courage 
and faith and wisdom are nece sary, very frequently the sturdy· 
oak is the woman and the clinging vine the man. 

In briet Mr. Speaker, I · am for woman suffrage because our 
country needs the great civic service which the women can ren
der, and because that privilege accorded to the women will re- · 
suit in a practical development which, joined with their blessed 
intuitive mentality, keen insight into human natm·e, high moral
ity, and splendid powers of vision, wiU be of incnlculuble beue
fit to them and to civilization. Alreacly we feel the irnpul es of 

, 
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woman's greater activities and thought in the practical consid
eration of great sociological ·and mural questions, and we are 
only at the thre hold of the tremendous problems that our rapid 
increase in population, congested communities, and the struggle 
for snnival will evolve. A woman's power for good in her 
home, her u efulne s there, will be greater. Suffrage will be an 
incenti¥e to greater information as to politics and government, 
which, after all, are synonymous terms. This increased knowl
edge will be reflected in her children, and will be an additional 
stimulus to her husband to do his full duty as an American 
citizen. 

I want a school of politics established in every home, so that 
the little ones as they grow up will imbibe from their mothers 
not only patriotism, but intelligence and information as to the 
duties and responsibilities of citizenship. 

I shall vote, Mr. Speaker, to S11bmit this question to the peo
ple of the various States for their consideration. It is a duty 
we owe them. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Californ~a [Mr. HAYEs]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. HAYES] 
is recognized for five minutes. . 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, in the small time allotted to me 
it will be impossible for me to discuss this subject in any ex
ban tive or fundamental way, and I shall not undertake to 
do so. I shaH confine myself largely to a few little facts of 
personal experience. 

I come from a State where the women not only are entitled 
to the elective franchise, but where they qualify and participate 
in all elections in almost equal numbers as the men. It is often 
claimed by the opponents of woman suffrage that the women do 
not want the ballot and would not avail them elve generally of 
the right to vote if gtren it. Of the women of California this 
is absolutely nQt true . . As large a percentage of the eligible 
women of california are on the great register as of the men, 
and of _the wome:t;1 who are registered a little higher percentage 
vote than of the men. It is true that many women who op
posed the extension of the franchise to their sex announced in 
the campaign that resulted in giving it to them in California 
that they did not want it and would not vote if given the op
portunity; but so far as my personal observation goes, all these 
women .have registered and voted, and most, if not all of them, 
would probably vigorously resist any effort to take the franchise 
from them. 

I have heard ever since I was a youth every argument I have 
heard advanced on this floor to-day against granting the fran
·chise to women; the same old slush about the home being the 
kingdom of woman and about her being out of place in politics. 

Now, nobody denies that the home is the particular kingdom 
of woman; nobody denies that there is the place where she most 
shines; but, Mr. Speaker, all these various alleged arguments, 
based on assumed facts, must fall before the actual demonstra
ti9ns of experience. The experience of the people of California 
has demonstrated, as I have had an opportunity .to observe, that 
the posses ion of the franchise does not change the position of 
woman with reference to the home in any particular. 

Last November we elected in California a full complement of 
State and county officers. There were also on the official ballot 
48 propositions embracing constitutional amendments and initia
tive and referendum legislation provi ions. All the candidates 
and the various provisions submitted were fully and freely dis
cussed by myself and wife, my sons and daughter and daughter
in-law at several family conclaves before the election with a 
view to arriving at wise conclusions upon the various candi
dates and the legislative and constitutional questions at issue. 
We did not all agree, but no inharmony or quarrel resulted. 
On election day I took my wife, daughter, and daughter-in-law 
with me to the polls, where we all voted. We were gone from 
the house probably 30 minutes. In most families in California 
the same general program as outlined above was doubtless car-
tied out. . 

To assert that my wife and daughters by the experience to 
which I have briefly alluded were in any way contaminated, 
injured, polluted, or rendered less womanly strikes me as ridicu
lous and as wholly lacking in any foundation of fact. To say 
that this experience, or any number of similar ones, tends to 
divorce a woman from her home or home duties is entirely con
trary to the fact. To participate in a campaign and election as 
carried on in Ca1ifornia is no more contaminating . to a woman 
than going to church, or shopping, or participating in clnb meet
ings, or calling, or engaging in any of the other activities uni
versally conceded to be proper for women to engage in. So fat~ 
fi·om making our women less womanly, this activity increases 
tlleir intelligence, broadens their minds, and renders them more 
charming as women, while at the same time making them more 

capable as wi\e.s and mothers and borne makers and more truly 
companions and helpmeets to their husbands. 

In n_early_ every community in California before the last elec
tion there were a sociations of women who met once a week 
to become informed upon the various volitical issues before the 
voters. Not only were the various candidates invited to appear 
before the e associations anu present their claim , but each one 
of the constitutional amendments and initiative and referendum 
propositions to be voted on was discussed, for and against. by 
members of the legislature and other who had made a special 
study of each particular question; so that I feel safe in saying 
that the vote of the women of California last November was cer
tainly as intelligent-and I belie\e often more intelligent-than 
the \ote of the men. 

But the principal reason why I am in favor of extending the 
franchise to women generally in the United States is that we 
need their help in arriving at a correct solution of our various 
political, social, and economical problems. Their viewpoint is 
somewhat different from ours and things appeal to them in 
some respects in a different way. We need their efforts to sup
plement ours. I think I can truly say that their influence upon 
the politics of California and upon all our social problems there 
has been elevating, without a single exception. I do not expect 
the millenium as a result of extending the franchise to women, 
but that the result will be in any respect evil I do not believe. 
Therefore I shall cast my vote in favor of the pending reso
lution. [Applause.] 

Mr. M01\TDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Oregon [:Mr. SINNOTT]. 

Mr. SINNOTT. llr. Speaker, as a Representative from a 
State where we ha\e woman suffrage, I am glad to have el;en 
the 8bort period of two minutes to testify to the salutary and 
wbolesome effect of woman suffrage in the State of Ore.,.on. 
Instead of degrading woman, the ballot for woman in Oregon 
has resulted in purifying the ballot, has resulted in giving us 
better political and social conditions in that State. The in
fluence of woman in the State of Oregon on the last legislature 
has given us · a widow's pension, so that women with dependent 
children are protected from poyerty and want. It bas al o given 
us a minimum wage law for women and for minor children, so 
that th~ sweatshop is unknown in the State of Oregon, and 
will always be unknown, due to the influence of women 011 our 
political and social conditions. [Applause.] It has been stated 
on the floor to-day that the proper criterion for us to juuge 
whether or not we shall submit a constitutional amendment is, 
Will it be adopted by the people? 
· The Constitution furnishes no snch criterion for our guid

ance. Article V contemplates the proposal of amendments 
" whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it nece ary." 
Story, ill his great work on the Constitution, interprets thi to 
mean that whenever two-thirds of both Houses think it ex
pedient amendments shall be proposed. 

There is found in sectio11 3, Article II, of the Constitution, 
language analogous to that found in Article V, to the effect that 
the President shall recommend to Con6ress " such measures as 
he shall judge necessary and expedient." Can it be successfully 
argued that the President should propose to Congress no meas
ure unless confident of its passage. If so, then the President 
has either gro ly misinterpreted the Constitution or bas been 
greatly deceived or disappointed in his expectation of what he 
terms " teamwork " on the part of his congressional team 
mates, for . they have wholly ignored his recommendations on 
great measures, for in ta11ce, the rural credit bill. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GoRMAN]. 

1\Ir. GOR!\!Al~. Mr. Speaker, this bill brings before the 
House for consideration the political rights of approximately 
one-half the population of the United States of the age of 21 
years and upward. 

I know the bill is going to be beaten. It will be beaten by 
selfishness, greed, and fear, masked behind the doctrine of State 
rights. 

I have as much respect for the r1ghts of the States as any 
man here can have, but when that doctrine obh·ude · itself 
across the pathway of buman progress it must, like every othet• 
obstacle to progress, be brushed aside. 

The demand for woman suffrage denotes a healthy and steady 
growth of the principle of popular government. "Go\'ernment 
derh-es its just powers ft·om the con ent of the governed,'" said 
Jefferson, and yet for a hundred years after he sai-~ it the Gov
ernment n-hich he helped to found and who e Constitution he 
helped to draft bas denied to one-half its population any yoice 
in the affairs of their GoT"ernment. · · • 

Jefferson also said "All men are crented free and C'qunl.'' but 
if he took occasion to glance out of the v.-inuow of his ~lonti-
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cello borne after he had penned the famous Tines he "\\ould in· 
all probability bare caught sight of many black men who were 
his chattels, just as ·his horses and cattle were his propert!, 
and while he preached the doctrine of _equality of men be dlCl 
not practice it with his black sla:res. 

Jefferson preached a doctrine wbic~ was far in adrance of 
his time, but his practices were in line with the spirit of_ his 
own day. I yield to no man in admiration for the doctnnes 
proclaimed by Thomas Jefferson. As a scholar, an authot·, and 
a statesman I admire him much, but as a prophet I admire him 
more. 

Wl}en he said " .All men are created free and equal" he was 
prophesying. He was not stating the fact, because the fact did 

. not then exist and lt does not exist to-day. 
When be said " Governments derh·e their just powers ft'Oill 

the consent of the governed" he was prophesying. He was not 
stating the fact, because the fact did not then exist and it does 
not exist to-day. 
, Jefferson is frequently appealed to and quoted from in sup

port of the doctrine of State rights. He was a devoted advocate 
of that doctrine wherever and whenever it was a · vehicle of 
progress; but when it obstructed progress he _ did not hesitate 
to brush it aside. He did not hesitate to acquire Louisiana Ter
titory by means which he· regarded as in violation of the Con
stitution, but its acquisition was in line with progress and a 
fvrward step in humanity's upward and onward march. 

- . I am not familiar with any expression by Jefferson on the 
subject of female suffrage, but the fact that he was a warlll 
advocate of lmrestricted manhood suffrage at a time when lien 
were struggling to maintain the principle of manhood suffrage 
against the "divine rights of kings" leads me to belie-ve that 
ht would not be in favor of one-half of his country's population 
having the special privilege of voting to the exclusion of the 
other half, if all were equally qualified. But the question before 
1,1s is not what Jefferson would do if he were here, nor what 
JE-fferson said or thought. We may· look to Jefferson for guid
ance and consult the authors of the Constitution for inspiration, 
but the duty to act and the responsibility for the action is ours. 
One-half of our population is asking for the right to participate 
ht the conduct and management of our Government. The ques
tjon for ns to decide is Will we vote to let them have a voice in 
the management of their own Government or will we continue to 
deny ·them that right? For my part. and as I view the question, 
there is but one answer. We can not, in justice to ourselves or 
the women of the United States, deny. them the right to vote. 

I shall not attempt to answer any of the alleged arguments 
ri~minst woman suffrage, but I will take the liberty to state here 
some of the reasons which have prompted lie to my conclusion. 

It is my conviction thnt a11 Governments should derive their 
just powers from the consent of the governed. This is Demo-_ 
cratic doctrlne. But such a Government will never be a reality 
here while one half of our population is deprived by the 
other half from participating in governmental affairs. All 
admirers of Jefferson should help to bring about the fulfillment 
of one of his prophecies, by supporting the bill which gi,·es 
women the right to vote. 

The discrimination which we ha-ve so, long indulged against 
women in the matter of voting is unfair, undemocratic, un
American, and unnatural. It barks back to that ancient day 
when the only government was the tribal government, and the 
leader of the tribe mled by virtue of his brute strength. 

We have advanced from a government by brute force to a 
go ernment of men, for men, and by men, but wheu "\\Omen 
have the right to vote, Lincoln's dt·eam of a Government "of 
the people, by the people, and for the people," which means 
the abolition of sex discrimination, will have been realized. 

There may be some force to the claim frequently made ·that 
the right of suffrage should be restricted by certain educational 
tests or, in some instances, by property qualifications, but never 
on the ground of sex. . 

The latest census reports show that in 1912 there were 
24,555,754 women 21 years of age and upward in the United 
States. The same report gives the male population 21 years 
old and upward as 26,999,151. Of the female population there 
are 5,591,086 engaged in gainful occupations. Among the occu
pations in which women are engaged, the following may be 
mentioned: Lawyers, judges, doctors, ministers of the Gospel, 
authors, inventors. and teachers in schools and colleges. 
· There are millions of women in the United States who own 
property arid pay taxes. They are all subject to the laws and 
must pay their proportionate share for the maintenance of the 
GoYernment; their property is subject to levy and execution; 
their children may be taken from them by Irian-made laws and 
placed· in public institutions. When. a. woman wants to ·employ 
help in her home, in het; office, in her factory; workshop, or 
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place of business, she i:nay do so jt1st as men may, but when it 
comes to hi ring a public servant, such as a Member of Congress, 
or Senator, or President of the United States, she is not per
mitted to have a -roice in the selection, but her property is . 
subject to taxation to help maintain the Government nnd pay 
the salaries of sen·ants she is not permitted to have a share in 
bidng. 

There are men in tllis House who are going to vote against 
this bill who belie1e, and are sincere in their belief, that 
v:ornen are not capable of intelligent participation in govern
Illental affairs; that to . permit her to do so would be degrading 
and dellloralizing to the women of America. And yet there is 
not one of us who will not adlllit that he acquired those funda
mental precepts· which are always the foundation of good 
citizenship and honorable manhood at his mother's knee. · 

We can not here and now give the wolllen of the United 
States the right to vote, but we can express our judgmen~ 
that she ought to be permitted to do so, and then leave to the 
States, through their legally elected legislatures. to say whether 
they appro,·e our net. We .ought, in my judgment, so amend 
our fundamental law as to permit the women of the United 
States to share with us in the management of the Government 
of our country. It is their country ns well as ours. Her right 
to vote should come from the highest source from which we are 
capable of gh·ing it to her; Her right to vote should rE.st upon 
a foundation so secure and be so firmly rooted in the fabric 
of our Gm·ernrnent that no State now existing or hereafter to 
be created can deny her the right to share in the responsibili
ties as well as the burdens of government. 
· Her right to Yote should be ·founded upon the Constitution of 
the United States. [Applause.] . 

Mr. WEBB. i\Ir. Speaker, I yield nine minutes to the gen
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN]. [Applause.] 

Mr. ST.AFFORD. .JI.fr. Speaker, in addition to the nine min
utes I also yield him four minutes. 
· Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, when I have spoken nine minutes 
I will ask to be notified, as I desire to reserve the 1;emaining 
time. 

'J;be SPEAKER pro tempme (.Mr. UNDERWOOD). Very well. 
~r. HEFLIN. ¥r. Speaker, the man who is indifferent as to 

whether woman votes or not may be lacking in appreciation of 
~oman; he may be lacking in a proper regard for her highest 
and best interest. And the man who opposes the movement to 
bring women into active participation in politics may be 
prompted by his keen appreciation and great love for woman
kind. Those who care about what we do ·and feel interest 
enough in us to ·tell us what they think is best for us, whether 
it pleases us or not, are the ones who appreciate us most and 
love us best 

So, Mr. Speaker, those representatives of the American people 
who oppose woman suffrage here to-day are doing what they 
believe is best for the women of the country. This dragging of 
our women into politics is a radical change in the status of 
woman as we ha-re known and lo\ed her all these years, and 
we do not want anything to happen to her that will rob her of 
a ·single charm or impose upon her duties and responsibilities 
that she should never bear. We are told by good women here 
to-day that three-fourths of the women of America are opposed 
to woman suffrage; that they ,do not want the ballot. They 
do not stop there. They say that voting and looking after gov
ernmental affairs is the duty of the man and that woman has 
her hands full now with the duties and responsibilities that are 
hers in the sphere where God in his wisdom has placed her. 
Mr. Speaker, I am not going to discuss here at length the
merits of the proposition to confer upon women the privilege of 
voting, but I do resent the insinuation and suggestion that 
woman without the ballot is of no force in society, that she can 
be of no· value to her day and generation unless she becomes a 
voter. The fact is, Mr. Speaker, she has been the greatest 
factor in the progress of our country and the betterment of our 
race. Our country has prospered wonderfully, and through all 
its marvelous growth and development woman has spoken
not from the hustings with a ballot in her hand, but as a 
womanly woman, through the social side of her gentle natm;e, 
from the fireside with her children gathered around her. [Ap
plause.] 

The greatest battle that ever was fought
Shall I tell yon where and when? 

On the map of the world you will find it not
It was fought by the mothers of men. 

The good wi"res and mothers of our country have bestowed 
upon their husbands and children the blessings and benedictions 
Of a· woman's ·Jove. A moment ·ago a gentleman said that 
l ' Love should be above lust," and I agree with him. Mr. 
Speaket; \Yhen ~ man wins the lo,·e of a good woman he has 
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something worth more than gold, and she is love's queen 'at 
tbe fireside, and love is the fulfilling of the law. 

Let me read here a toast ·proposed to Mayor Mitchel, of 
New York: 

B.ere's to the woman of days gone by, 
May we meet her kind above, 

The woman for whom a man would die, 
The woman who ruled by love-

[Applanse.] 
Who didn't harangue and who didn't parade, 

In whose home it was sweet to dwell; 
Who believed in raising children, 

And not in raising ---! 
[Applause and laughter.] 
Mr. Speaker, in the sphere where God in his wisdom has 

placed her, woman is as necessary to the welfare and vital life 
of our country as t;he sun is necessary to the welfare and vital 
life of the univ-erse. Woman is now the soul and center of 
every movement looking to our temporal comfort, our moral 
welfare, and spiritual uplift, and she is the guardian of the 
dearest heritage of the hum.an race. [Applause.] 

If the political arena becomes more attractive to the average 
woman than the jmportant duties of the home, who will perform 
those duties? Man can not, and if woman neglects them the 
State is doomed and the Republic must perish. 

Church gove1·nment and State governme~t derive their 
strength and glory from family government, and when the wife 
and mother, sister, and daughter contribute of their goodness 
and true soul wealth to the male members of the family, bestow
ing upon them that which gives beauty, strength, and nobility 
of character, they are rendering ·the highest and best . service 
that it is possible to render in this world. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I saw morning-glory vines climb over the door· 
way of a farmer's home in my district. The blossoms of red, 
white, and blue, representing the c~lors of Old Glory, were 
swinging censors of perfume on the morning air. In the door~ 
way stood the good wife, with a baby in her arms, bidding the 
children good-by as they went away to school, and I said Henry 
Grady spoke truly when be said : 

The stre~gth of the Republic is lodged in the homes of the people. 

Here the mother contributes both sons and daughters to the 
Commonwealth and the country. Her sons _support civil govern~ 
ment in time of peace and fight for its preservation in time of 
war. Her daughters keep the fires of maternal love forever 
burning on the hearthstone. They are the golden links in the 
endless chain of the Almighty's pl.an to bless the earth with 
beings whom God bas in His image made. [Applause.] Let 
me read here what another has said on this subject: 

I have yet to see a maid in love, with any prospects of matrimonial 
s.uccess; I have yet to sea a woman with a kindly, sympathetic face 
and low, sweet voice clamoring for female enfranchisement. The wom:tn 
who can transform an humble cabin into a happy home, gilded with 
God's own glory, who can rule her hru;band ln her own sweet way, and 
rear a crop of boy babies fit to wear the crown of American sovereignty, 
!lever imagines that the country is going to the bow wows if she does 
not get the ballot. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, woman votes now in the most important 
election in all the world. When the candidate for matrimony is 
abroad in the land, she is the most cherished voter in the uni
verse [applause], and bow sweet is the running for office then. 
He is a candidate for the. most important office in the world. 
Quite different then from canvassing amongst multitudes of 
men with banners and ballots. There the . voting males decide 
his fate, but here the queen of hearts must shape his destiny. 
The vote is cast and be has been elected to the high and sacred 
office of husband and crowned with the benedictions of a 
woman's love. [Applause.] Now, what cares she for politics 

. when she has the politician? What cares she for the direct vote 
when she is the power behind the ballot? She had rather have 
the voter than the vote and she had rather train the voter than 
to vote. 

Far from the fret and the fever Of politics, she fs the queen 
of hearts in the American home, the idol of man's affection, and 
the dearest and sweetest personage in the world. She is the 
strength and inspiration of every good man in the world to-day. 
God bless the modest, gentle, home-loving women of our country. 
[Applause.] 

THE HAND THA.T BOCKS THE CRADLE RULES TH1il WORLD. 

I believe it was Themistocles who said : 
Greece rules the world, Athens rule·s Greece. I rule Athens, and my 

wife rules me. 
[Laughter.] . . , 
Represe'nting American homes, Mr. Speaker, women are here 

to-day from evecy section of the country begging Members · of 
Congress not to thrust upon wo.men the burdens and resp~nsl
bilities of politics. Surely these home makers and preservers, 

these guardians of all thaf makes life worth living, are entitled 
to be heard u·pon a question that so vitally affects .the ·status of 
woman .and may be the future well-being of the American home. 
No one can deny that a vast majority of the women of the 
country are opposed to woman suffrage. Then I submit that it 
is unfair and unjust to the women to force them into the strife 
and turmoil of politics when they proteSt against it at every 
step of the way. [Applause.] 

There is no· excuse for this effort to violate every principle 
of S~ate rights to force upon our women through the Federal 
Government something that they do ·not want. 

This is· a question purely and wholly for the State to de· 
termine for itself. If we should offer here an amendment say· 
ing that no State in the Union shall ha\e woman suffrage, the 
very people who are here to-day advocating this Federal amend· 
ment would say the State of Colorado or the State of Kansas 
gave us the ballot and Congress has no right to try to take it 
away, and I would agree with them. 

Mr. Speaker, sonie inontns ago this very question cnme up 
for consideration in the Democratic caucus of the Honse, and 
I took the "Position there that the people of the various States 
had the right to regulate the elective franchise, free from Fed· 
eral interference. The caucus by a vote of more than 2 to 1 
adopted my resolution, which read: 

Resolved, That the question of suffrage is a 'state and not a Federal 
question. 

The people of my State are capable in e\ery way of taking 
care of this important question, and the Meinber from Alabama 
who votes to deprive our people of their rights to manage their 
own affairs in this regard, to prevent them from voting directly 
on the question in the State, is going contrary to the wishes ·of 
the people of Alabama, and he ignores the action taken by a 
two-thirds vote of his Democratic brethren in party caucus. 

Mr. Speaker, the good woruen of Alabama control the men 
now in everything that is w.orth while, and if a majority of the 
white women of my State ever want the ballot they will get it 
But these women do not ask and will not ask the Federal Gov
ernmen to take away from the dear old State that they love a 
right which is sacred to the women as well as to the men. 
There are not many women in Alabama who want to vote. 
There are some go'od women there, however, who do, and tlie 
ablest advocate of the cause in Alabama told me that she was 
opposed to the Federal amendment for woman suffrage; that she 
wanted the ballot, but wanted the men of Alabama: to give it to 
her. I refer to Mrs. Oscar R. Hundley, of Birmingham: 

There are 11 Southern States that have a large negro popu· 
lation, and these States have passed through the dark night of 
sore triitl with vicious, ignor~nt negroes bartering .the' ballot 
and votiug against the best interests of the white race. But, 
thank God, by the exercise of the sovereign power of the State 
we have purified t:J;le ball_ot and r~moved a danger. that threat
ened our very civilization. Careless and thoughtless indeed is 
he who will vote now to put into the bands of three-fourths of 
the States the power to undo all that these Southern States 
have done in restricting the franchise and bettering their con· 
dition. And yet that is precisely what could happen by taking 
from the State the right to say who shall or shall not vote. 
Under this plan three-fourths of the States that have no negro 
problem could force the amendment into the Constitution against 
the will and over the protest of every Southern State that has a 
large negro population. 

The preservation of our institutions and the perpetuity ot 
the State in all its virile strength and glory depends upon the 
retention by the State of all its rights and powers. .1\!r. Speaker, 
in the. Constitutional Convention of the United States the ques. 
tion arose as to the qualification of voters. It was advocated 
by some that there should be one general standard fixed by 
the Federal Government, but the wise men of that convention 
did not believe that the Federal Government o~1ght to have 
that power. Benjamin Frank.lln led the opposition to the 
Federal idea, and be declared that the State, and the State 
alone should say who shall or shall not have and exercise 
the ballot. That doctrine became the , fixed policy of the 
Government, and has been handed down to us. The State, and 
the State alone, has the right to speak on this question. [Ap. 
plause.] Let this Hou~e refuse to do anything that will cause 
conflict between the separate and distinct functions of State 
and Federal Government. Let this House go -on record as stand· 
ing firmly and strongly by the States in the full and free 
exercise of the sovereign power vouchsafed unto them by the 
framers of the Constitution and the founders of this Govern· 
ment. [Applause.] Let the State grow and develop within its 
prescribed constitutional powers and limitations until she 
reaches that high destiny fashioned for her .by the fathers 
ot the Republic. Unhampered and unhindered by perverted 
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Federal power, bid her Godspeed and onward as she performs 
her distinct high mission in the household of sovereign_ States. 
[Applause.] Some of the States have woman suffrage. Let 
those who believe in the cause go to the States and ask them 
to do as the States having it have done, but do not ask us of 
the South to vote for a Fedenil amendment on the suffrage 
question. Do not ask us to surrender to the Federal Gov
ernment the only weapon that we had in reconstruction times 
to defend our homes and institutions from the evils of the 
vicious, ignorant negro vote. 

Under this Federal amendment, .Mr. Speaker, the States 
would be denied the right to vote directly on the question and 
the legislatures would act instead, whereas if the question comes 
up in the State, the people vote directly on the amendment to 
the State constitution1 and their will in the matter is deter
mined In the last two years I have heard women here discuss
ing votes for women, some in favor of and some against woman 
suffrage. I have seen women who work in industrial pursuits 
opposing woman suffrage, and I have seen others engaged in the 
same character of work pleading for the ballot I have feared 
that drawing women into politics generally would interfere 
with their duties and desires in more important matters. I 
have feared that the path of woman suffrage would lead not 
beside the still waters of domestic tranquillity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I heard a story the other day concerning one of 
the woman-suffrage States. A man and his wife were both sum
moned to serve on the jury. The man sat in the rear of the 
court room and seemed somewhat nervous and embarrassed 
when the clerk called his name. The judge said, "Mr. Jones, 
have you any reason to give why .you should not serve on the 
jery this week?" He looked mournfully at the judge and said, 
"Judge, I see my old lady has been chosen to serve on the jury, 
and by golly I have jest naturally got to go home and look after 
the babies." [Applause and laughter.] But some tell us that 
the man's wife would vote with him. Well, if that is true, why 
should she be burdened with the ballot? If my wife votes with 
me and my neighbor's wife votes with him and the two houses 
vote against each other the result is 2 against 2. Now, 
suppose my wife does not vote and his wife does not vote, but 
he and I vote against each other, the result is the same. Tlren 
why put that burden on woman? But another says, the wife 
would not vote with her husband. Well, then, in that event, 
you have a divided house, and the Bible tells us th'lt a house 
divided against itself can not stand. [Applause.] Let me read 
here what the women of Virginia who oppose woman suffrage 
have to say: 

'fhe vast majority of women of the State of Virginia do not desire 
the burden and responsibility of the franchise, believing in the decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States that the franchise is a 
privilege and not a right. They do not wish the franchise, because facts 
show indisputably that suffrage has done nothing that its advocates 
claim for it in the States and countries where women have the ballot; 
because the best legislation affecting women and children is in the 
States where w.omen do not have the ballot; because women can not 
have the franchise without going into politics, and the political woman 
will be a menace to society, to the home, and to the State; because
equal franchise will only double existing conditions in the electorate if 
all women vote, and it will double election expenses; because more can 
be done for the advancement of the highest interest of the race by the 
influence of women free and unfettered by political ties and obliga
tions; because it would be a calamity if woman suffrage were canied 
into law without the real consent and deliberate demand of the ma-
jority of the women of this State. . 

Mr. Speaker, I want to read just here what a good woman in 
my State says about woman unburdened with the ballot: 

The fundamental school of instruction is the home1 for therein is the 
lever to uplift the world ; its handle rests in woman s haLJs, or in her 
hands to drag it down into godless desolation. The great masterpieces 
of character which have ennobled the world have been chiseled by 
God's hand through His ordained medium-the " Mother."-Miss Lida 
B. Robertson, Mobile, Ala. 

And here is a statement of a good woman in Texas: 
The fact remains that she has ever been and ever will be the mother 

of the race. She is the maker, the reproducer in nature's workshop ; 
around her centers the continuity of the race, the unity of the family, 
the possibility of society. The great fact of motherhood and home re
main the most beautiful and wonderful facts of the universe. As the 
woman, so is the home ; and out of the home are the issues of life and 
death both for nations and individuals. 

Mrs. R. B. McSwain, in Texas Christir.n Advocate: 
The family is the very source and fountain head of the State, and 

woman selects and elects the head of the family. Show me a nation 
where the love of home and family is the supreme and paramount 
thing among its women and I'll show you a nation of increasing worth, 
growing thought, and enlarging hope. A nation strong and mighty in 
the earth. · 
· Let me read to you what a. woman in Colorado says on the 

subject: 
I can see nothing that it has accomplished in its 16 years here that 

has not been done equally in other States where they have no woman's 
suffrage. Om· political ··ring " remains as corrupt as ever, and the 
addition of women's votes· in the down-town districts bas been only 
to double its purchasable vote. I believe that there is a .growing f~eling 

that tlle whole thing has been a mistake, and that it would be a great 
relief to be relieved of the responsibility. -

COLORADO SPRINGS. 
.M.RS. CHALOXER E1 SCHLEY. 

Listen to what another Colorado woman says: 
I am sure that I voice the opinion of a large percentage of Colorado 

women when I make the statement that we should be ~lad to see 
the franchise withdrawn.-Mrs. E. B. Field, jr., Denver, Colo., in the 
Ladies' Home Journal, April, 1911. 

Now, here is a statement from a California lady: 
I feel I was in a. measure instrumental in bringing suffL·ao-e in Cali

fornia, and I want to tell you that if I had it to do over again I 
would work twice as hard against it. , 

It is the constant agitation of the same few going about the country 
that keeps the question before the publlc and leads some to think the 
desire for it is general. 

Suffrage robs women of all that is gentle, tender, and attractive. 
On the good, intelligent woman in the home, rearing her children, 

with a sense of responsibility and duty, depends the welfare of the 
Nation. The struggle, strife, contention, bitterness, heart burnings, 
excitement, agitation, disappointment of politics are not for women. 
A child has a right to have one parent ft·om whom to inherit the finer 
qualities of being. · 

Los ANGELES, CAL. 

Hon. J. THOMAs HEFLI~, 
Washington, D. 0. 

MISS A!\XIEl BOCK. 

LEXIXGTOX, .M.ASS. 

DEAlt Srn: I note in the Boston Globe of February 10 an account of 
your address at the Baptist Church, Falls Church, Va., and I wish to 
thank you, both for myself and the many w-omen in and around Boston, 
for your words in behalf of us who are contented to remain in the 
sphere of life where God in His wisdom has placed us. 

And we feel that we can safely leave the government of the country 
to the men of the home. 

May there be found in the present Congress many like yourself who 
will vote and speak for the modest, refined, home-loving women who do 
not wish suffrage thrust upon them. 

I hope to again see accounts of your words in our behalf. 
Cordially, 

1\Ir. Speaker, I have feared that woman would lose something 
of her modesty, gentleness, and charm by active participation 
in politics, and that man would lose something of his chivalric 
bearing and courteous treatment toward woman, and that the 
movement is contrary to divine teaching and violative of 
nature's plan-to create a condition in which woman, the 
weaker sex, is compelled to take an equal part with man on 
equal terms. Would it not relieve man of his proud office as 
woman's protector and throw him into the struggle of life 
with her as his rival, create sex antagonism, and destroy sex 
sentiment? If the movement should change woman from the 
status of womanly loveliness as we men know her and love 
her to-day, it would destroy the dearest and best thing in our 
lives and leave in our hearts an aching void that the world 
could never fill. [Applause.] It takes the bloom of her mod
esty, the grace of her gentleness, · the touch of her sympathy, 
and the glory of her love to make man what he ought to be. 
[Applause.] · 

Man is the bold, aggressive governing power. Woman is the 
gentle, conservative, refining power. Man is the mouthpiece in 
the political world and woman is the mouthpiece in the social 
world. 

The man and the woman, ' distinctly different and yet harmo
niously cooperative, are fulfilling their mission as God ordained 
it in the eternal fitness of things. Man the housebuilder and 
woman the home maker and preserver. Man the protector and 
defender and woman his helpmeet and good angel in all the 
stress and strain of life. [Applause.] 

This Government is carried on by the men of the homes of 
.America. These men, who vote for the best interest of the 
home and the country, are the brothers, the sons, the husbands, 
and the fathers of the women of our land. There are wrongs 
to be righted, great problems to be solved, but the men born of 
American mothers can be relied upon to solve them. 

Mr. Gladstone has said that the .American Constitution is the 
greatest civic production that ever emanated from the brain of 
man. Faithful to the doctrine of the old Bible and true to the 
teachings of the new, our fathers founded this Government 
upon the family as the unit of political power, with the husband 
as the recognized and responsible head. Under this splendid 
system we have marvelQusly progressed, materially, socially, 
politically, and religiously. Born but a little more than a cen
tury ago into the family of nations, we are to-day the most en
lightened and best ruled Government on the globe. Why, then, 
should we abandon this system of government that has brought 
us peace, prospeTity, and happiness unparalleled among the 
nations of the earth? [Loud applause.] 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, when I was a young man my 
father gave me a volume of orations by Wendell Phillips. He 
told me that he ·had heard Philljps speah. more than once, nnd 
that he was a man whose heart was true, whose vision was. 
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clear, and who e gift were great. Among these oratiorrs was 
one dellrered at a convention in Worcester, Mass., on October 
15, 1851, entitled "Woman's Rights." Phillips described this 
con1ention as ''the first ru·ganized protest against the injustice 
whlch has brooded over the character and destiny of one-half 
of the .human race." 

This speech was said by Geol~ge Willlam Curtis-
To have launched that question upon the sea of popular controversy, 

more than any other single impulse. In the general statement of 
principle nothing bas been added to that discourse; in vivid and 
effective eloquence of advocacy it has never been surpassed. All the 
arguments far independence echoed John Adams in the Continental 
Congress. All the pleas for applying the American principle of 
representation to the wive and mo-thers of American citizens echo 
the eloquence of Wendell Phillips at Worcester. 

A few days ago I sent to the Congressional Library for this 
oration, and was furnisheQ.. with the small pamphlet which I 
hold in my hand. It was published by the National American 
Woman Suffrage As ociation and contains the famous Worcester 
address and two other speeches on the same subject delivered in 
New York City in 1861" and 1866. 

On the title-page are these words, written in the eighty-third 
year of her age, by that great and good woman, the chief hero
ine of her generation, who has been described as being to the 
cau e of woman's emancipation what Garrison was to that of 
the slave: 

The beautiful face, the fine figure, the matchless orator, the true 
friend was the author of these-Wendell Phillips. The like of him we 
Shall ne'er see again. 

Dated January 1, 1903, and signed Susan B. Anthony. [.Ap
plau e.] 

Let me read from thls plea, made over 60 years ago, but every 
word of which i applicable to-day and will continue so until 
e1ery woman is gi1en e1ery right, e1ery "Privilege, and every 
liberty that any man now enjoys: 

"We rest our claim on the great, eternal principle t.hat taxa
tion and repre entation must be coextensi1e; that rights and 
burdens must correspond to each other; and he who undertakes 
to answer the argument of this convention must first answeT the 
whole cour e of English and American hi tory for the last hun
dl·ed and fifty years. No single principle of liberty has been 
enunciated from the year 16 8 until now that does not co1er the 
Claim of woman." 

* • • • • • • 
"It is, therefore, on the .gTound of natural justice and on the 

uround again of the highest expediency, and yet lt is because 
woman, as an immortal and intellectual being, has a right to all 
the means of education. It is on these gTounds that we claim 
for her the ciru rights and privileges which man enjoys." 

* • • • * • • 
" In eTery great reform the majority have always said to the 

claimant, no m.attet· what .he claimed, 'Yon are not 1:it for such a 
privilege.' * * * The lower classes in France claimed their 
eiTil rights~ the right to vote and to direct rep:re entation in the 
Go1ernment; but the rich and lettered classes, the men of cul
tilated intellect cried out, 'You can not be made fit.' The an
swer was, 'Let us try.' That France is not, as Spain, utterly 
ern hed beneath the weight of a tliousand years of misgovern
ment is the answer to those who doubt the ultimate sncc·ess of 
thi experiment. 

"Woman stands now at the same door. She ·says, 'You tell 
me I ha1e no intellect; giTe me a chance. Yo11 tell me I shall 
only embarras politics; let me try.' The only reply is the same 
stale argument that said to the Jews of Europe, 'You are fit 
only to make money ; you are not fit for the ranks of the .Army 
or the halls of Parliament.' How cogent the eloquent appeal 
of Macauley : 

" What right llave we to take this question for granted? Throw open 
the doors of this Hou e of Commons, throw open the ranks of the im
perial army, before you deny eloquence to the countrymen of Isaiah or 
valor to the descendants of the Maccabees." 

" It is the same now with us. Throw open the doors of Con
gre s, throw open those courthouses, throw wide open the doors 
of your college , and gi1e to the sisters of the Motts and Somer
Tilles the same opportunities for culture that men have, and 
let the re ult prove what their capacity and intellect really 
are." 

* • * * • • 
"Oh, no! You 1can not read history unless you read it up

side down without admitting that -women, cra-tni:>ed, fettered, 
excluded, degraded as he has been, h!ls yet sometimes, with 
one ray of her in tincth-e genius, done more to settle great 
que tions than all the cumbrous intellect of the other sex ·has 
achieYed." 

" Responsibility i one instrument-a great instrument-of 
education, both moral and intellectuaL It sharpens the facul-

ties. It unfolds the moral nature. It makes the careless ])rn. 
d~nt and turns reckle~ness into sobriety. Look at the young 
Wife suddenly left a Wldow, with the care of her children's edu· 
cation and. entrance into life thrown upon her. How prudent 
and sagacwus she becomes ! How fruitful in re ources and 
comprehensive in her views! How much intellect and character 
she surprises her old friends with! Look at the state man 
bold ~n~ reckless, in opposition; how prudent, how thoughtful: 
how t?mld he becomes the moment he is in office and feels that 
a nation's welfare hangs on his deci ions. Women can neYer 
tudy those great que tions that interest and stir most deeply 

the human mind until she studies them under the mingled stim
ulus and check of this respon ibility." 

* * * * * * * 
"~d this ~s the last great prote t against the wrong of ages. 

It 1s no argument to my mind, therefore, that the olU. social 
fabric of the past is against us.,., 

Most of the arguments that we ha1e heard to-day in opposi
tion .to equal suffrage are hoary with antiquity. Old and de
crepit as they are, these 1eterans of a lo ing can e ha1e again 
been mustered and mobilized, like the la t re erves near the 
close of a long war, to again do duty. They ha\e been answered 
long ago, most of fl!em by Wendell Phillips, and I shall use hls 
language from these orations to again put them to rout. 

The gentleman ~rom Ohio [Mr. BowDLE] refers with approval 
to the wo.rd~ of Sarnt ~au1. Let us see what Phillips has to say 
about this rnterpretation of the teachinas of the great apostle· 

"Now, I am orthodox; I belie1e in ~the Bible· I reverenc~ 
Saint Paul; I belie1e his was the most masterly 'intellect that 
God e1er gave to the race; I belie1e he was the connecting link 
the bridge, by which the Asiatic and European mind wer~ 
joined. I belie1e that Plato ministers at his feet-but after 
all be was a man, and not God. He was limited and liable to 
mi take. Yon can not anchor this western continent to the 
Jewish footstool of Saint Paul; and after all, that is the diffi
culty-religious prejudice. It is not the fashion we shall beat 
it; it is not the fastidiousne s of the exquisite, w~ shall smother 
it; it is the religious prejudice, borrowed from a mistaken in
terpretation of the New Testament. That is the real Gibraltar 
with whlch we are to grapple, and my argument with that is 
. imply this, you left it when you founded a republic; you left 
1t when you inaugurated we tern civilization; we must grow 
out of one root" 

The gentleman from Ohio is also quite confident that when 
women vote political differences will cause discord in families. 
Those of us who reside in the equal-suffrage States know that 
there is no merit in this contention, but let Phillips answer him: 

"'Let women vote!' cries one. 'Why, wi1es and daughters 
might be Democrats, while their fathers and hn bands were 
Whigs. It would never do. It would produce endle quarrels.' " 

And the self-satisfied objector thinks he has settled the ques
tion. 
- ' But if the principle be a sound one, w.hy not apply it in a 
still more important instance? Difference of religion breeds 
more quarrels than difference in politics. Yet we allow women 
to choose their own Teligious creeds, although we thereby run 
the risk of wi1es being Episcopalians while their husbands are 
Methodists, or daughter Catholics while their fathers are Cal
vinists. Yet who this side of Turkey dare claim that the law 
should compel women to ha1e no religions creed or adopt that 
of their male relatives? Practica11y, this freedom in religion 
has made no difficulty; and probably equal freedom in politics 
would make a.s little." 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. DIEs] told us that the man 
and woman mind are essentially different. Let me read the 
answer of Wendell Phillips to that argument: 

'' Suppose woman. though equal, to differ es entially in her 
intellect from man; is that any ground for disfrnnchising them? 
ShaH the Fultons say to the Raphaels, 'Because yon can not 
make steam engines, therefore you shall not vote '? Shall the 
Napoleons or the 'Washingtons say to the Wordswarths or the 
Herschels, 'Beca-use -you can not lead armies and gorern States, 
therefore yon shall have no civil rights'?" 

In his address delin~red at Cooper Institute, "'ew York City, 
on May 10, 1861, Phlllips discus ed this phase of the que tiun 
in more detail . 

"Then, again, men say, 'She is so different from man that 
God did not mean she should vote.' Is she? Then I do not 
know how to vote for her. One of two things is true: She is 
either exactly like man-exactly -like him, teetota11y like him
and if she is, then a ballot box based upon brain belongs to 
her as well as to him; or she is different, and then I do not 
know how to vote for her. If she is like me- o much like me 
that I know just as well how to vote for her as she knows how 
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to vote for herself-then, the Tery basis of the ballot box being 
capacity, she being the same as I, has the sa.me right to vote; 
and if she is so different that she has a differ·ent range of avo
cations and powers anQ. capacities, then it is necessary she 
should go into the legislature and with her own voice say what 
she wants and write her wishes into statute books, because no
body is able to interpret her. Choose which horn of the dilemma 

· you please, for on the one or the other the question of the right 
of woman to Tote must hang." 

The gentleman from Texas has said that God purposely made 
men and women different and for different lines of activity. 
Phillips is in entire agreement with him on this fundamental 
fact, but draws an entirely different conclusion from it: 

"I do not think woman is identical with man. I think if she 
was, marriage would be a Tery stupid state. God made the 
races and the sexes the complement one of the other, and not 
the identical copy. I think the world, and literature itself, 
would be barren and insipid if it was not for this exquisite 
Tariety of cnpac-ities and endowments with which God has varie
gated the human race. I think woman is different from man, 
and by reason of that Tery difference she should be in legisla
tive halls and everywhere else in order to protect herself." 

The gentleman from North Carolina [1\Ir. WEBB] insists that 
we are thrusting the ballot into the hands of women even 
though they do not ask it, and the gentleman fl'om Texas IMr. 
HENRY] is entirely persuaded that a very large majority of 
American women are utterly opposed to equal suffrage. This 
is the answer of Wendell Phillips to that argument: 

"The age of physical power is gone, and we want to put bal
lots into the hands of women. We do not wait for women to 
ask for them. When I argue the temperance question I do not 
go down to the drunkard and ask, 'Do you want a prohibitory 
law?' I know what is good for him a great deal better than he 
does. 'Vhen I meet an ignorant set of boys in the street I don't 
say, 'My poor little ignoramuses, would you like to have a sys
tem of public schools?' I know a great deal better what is 
good for them than they do. Our fathers established public 
schools before dunces asked for them." 

The gentleman from North Carolina is likewise firm in the 
faith that woman's sphere is the home. He would not distract 1 

her attention from the fireside shrine, where she presides as the 
reigning sovereign and the uncrowned queen, by forcing her into 
the vortex of politics. This is what Wendell Phillips has to say · 
about woman's sphere: 

"We do not attempt to settle what shall be the profession, 
education, or employment of woman. We have not that pre
sumption. What we ask is simply this, what all other classes 
have asked before, leave it to woman to choose for herself her 
profession, her education, and her sphere. We deny to any 
portion of the species the right to prescribe to any other portion 
its sphere, its education, or its rights. We deny the right of 
any individual to prescribe to any other individual his amount 
of education or his rights. The sphere of each man, of each 
woman, of each individual, is that sphere which he can, with 
the highest exercise of his power, J>erfectly fill." 

And again, Phillips says : 
" Make the case our own. Is there any man here willing to 

resign his own right to vote and trust his welfare and his 
earnings entirely to the Totes of others? Suppose any class of 
men should condescendingly offer to settle for us our cr~acity 
or our calling-to vote for us, to choose our sphere for us. 
How ridicuously impertinent we should consider it. Yet few 
have the good sense to laugh at the consummate impertinence 
with which every barroom brawler, every third-rate scribbler, 
undertakes to settle the sphere of the Martineaus and the De 
Staels. With what gracious condescension little men continue 
to lecture and preach on ' the female sphere ' and ' female 
duties.'" 

* • • * * • 
" But as for woman, her time must be all so entirely filled in 

taking care of her household, her cares must be so extensive 
that neither those of soldiers nor sailors nor merchants can be 
equal to them. She has not a moment to qualify her for politics. 
Woman can not be spared long enough from the kitchen to put 
in a Tote, though Abbott Lawrence can be spared from the 
countinghouse, though Gen. Gaines or Scott can be spared from 
the camp, though the Lorings and the Choates can be spared 
from the courts. This is the argument: Stephen Girard can 
not go to Congress ; he is too busy ; therefore no man ever shall. 
Because Gen. Scott has gone to Mexico, and can not be Presi
dent; therefore no man shall be. Because A. B. is a sailor gone 
on a whaling voyage, to be absent for three years, and c~ not 
vote, therefore no male inhabitant ever shall. Logic-how pro-

found, how conclusive. Yet this 1s the exact reasoning in the 
case of woman." 

Almost every gentleman who has spoken to-day in opposition 
to this I'esolution began his remarks by an eloquent tribute to 
womankind, I>raising them as jewels and stars and angels and 
the queens and princesses of our hearts. They prize them so 
highly, however, that they can not bear to think of these deli
cate and charming creatures participating in politics. Wendell 
Phillips has completely demolished this argument with his un
answerable logic : 

"Does our sense of natural justice dictate that the being who 
is to suffer under the laws shall first personally assent to them; 
that the being whose industry government is to burden should 
haTe a voice in fixing the character and amount of that burden? 
Then, while woman is admitted to the gallows, the jail, and the 
tax list, we have no right to debar her from the ballot box. 
' But to go there will hurt that delicacy of character which we 
have always thought peculiarly her gr.ace.' I can not help that. 
Let Him who created her capable of politics and made it just 
that she should have a share in them see to it that these rights 
which He has conferred do not injure the being He created. 
Is it for any human being to trample on the laws of justice and 
liberty from an alleged necessity of h~lping God govern what 
He has made? I can not help God govern His world by telling 
lies or doing what my conscience deems unjust. How absnrd to 
deem it necessary that anyone should do so! When Infinite 
Wisdom established the rules of right and honesty Re saw to it 
that justice should be always the highest expediency.'' 

In closing let me submit to those who doubt the expediency 
-of adopting equal suffrage at this time, who concede the prin- · 
ciple but prefer to postpone the event for reasons of policy, 
these words from one whose courage for righteousness neTer 
faltered in a fight for a just cause: 

" The broadest and most far-sighted intellect is utterly unable 
to foresee the ultimate consequence of any great social change. 
Ask yourself, on all such occasions, if there be any element of 
right or wrong in the question, any principle of clear natural 
justiee that turns the scale. If so, take part with the perfect 
and abstract right and trust God to see that it shall proTe the 
expedient." [Applause.] 

.1\Ir. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. KEATING]. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, 21 years ago the State of Colo
rado gave its women the ballot. For 21 years the women of 
Colorado haTe voted at every election, and in that time they 
have been called upon to make a choice between candidates for 
-every office from President of the United .States to the constable 
of a. precinct. 

When the question of giving the women the ballot was-before 
us, all the arguments that have been submitted here to-day were 
thrashed out. 

We were told that the women did not want the ballot; but 
after they received it, we found that they voted in the same 
proportion as the men. 

We were told that there was something mysterious about poli
tics, something mysterious about the art of government which 
made it impossible for a woman to understand its intricacies; 
but as soon as the amendment was placed upon the statute 
books the women organized study clubs all over the State. 
They took up the study of political problems, and when they 
went to the ballot box for the first time we found they were 
fully as well qualified to cast a ballot as were the men. 

We were told that if we gave the women the ballot our homes 
would be destroyed. And yet, my friends, the homes of Colo
rado are intact to-day. Our women have not become truculent 
amazons ; our churches are still maintained and are full of 
worshipers; our schools are in operation and are OTerflowing 
with ·rosy-cheeked youngsters. In fact, my friends, none of the 
dire predictions made by the opponents of woman suffrage has 
come to pass. J 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Colorado yield to 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
1\Ir. KEATING. Yes; I will yield. 
:Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman comes from a 

State that has had woman suffrage for 21 years. Is there any 
advantage that will arise from the adoption of this amendment 
to the State of Colorado? 

Mr. KEATING. The State of Colorado will benefit to the 
same extent as every other State of this Union. Every State 
will benefit by the enactment of a measure which grants sub
stantial justice 1o one-half the adult population of the country. 
TA-pplause.] 

Colorado is as much interested in this proposition as Penn
sylvania, and Pennsylvania is as much interested as Colorado. 
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Colorado insists that you shall not place one-half of the intellect 
of the country in a safety deposit box and refuse to permit it 
to operate on the problems of government. And Colorado insists 
that this change shall be carried out according to the terms of 
t:..:.e Constitution. We hold that the States have entered into a 
\Oluntary agreement that the Constitution may be amended 
under certain conditions. We are not asking for revolution; 
we are asking for e1olution. We are asking that the Con
·stitution be amended as Pennsylmnia agreed it should be 
amended, and as e1ery other State agreed it should be amended 
and when it is so amended, whether Pennsylvania agrees to that 
amendment or not, she will have no right to object. · 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvaflia. Would the gentleman vote to 
submit an amendment to the various States prohibiting the 
States from granting the right of franchise to women? · . 

Mr. KEATING. I would not vote for what I believe would 
be considered by the people of this country as an absolute 
absurdity, and I would not ask the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania to do it. 

1\fr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. No. You concede to Penn
sylvania her right to manage her own affairs. 

Mr. KEATING. I concede to Pennsylvania her constitutional 
rights, and her constitutional rights are to determine who shall 
\Ote within her borders up to the time that the Constitution of 
the United States is changed, and not for one minute longer. 
[Applause.] When we change the Constitution, then Penn
sylvania and South Carolina and all the other States will have 
to come in under the Constitution. [Applause.] 

:Many silly and some cruelly slanderous stories ha\e been told 
concerning the operation of woman suffrage in Colorado. A few 
years ago the men of the State formed a society for the purpose 
of denying these falsehoods and refuting these slanders. In 
indicating his SJ''IDpathy with the work Hon. CHARLES S. 
TiioMAS, now s~nior Senator from Colorado, said.: 

The one offensive feature of equal suft'rage has been ·the flood of 
blnckguardJy abuse heaped upon our women by foes of the mo-.ement. 
Scavengers, commissioned to attack and defame, have made pretense of 
studying our lives, thoughts, laws, and institutions between trains. 
'fhe supposition that inclusion in the responsibilities of citizenship im
plies tbe instant degradation of our wives, mothers, · sisters, and daugh
ters can only proceed from mental perversi,on and degeneracy. 

1\Iy mother accompanied me to one of my first party caucuses. 
My wife votes; my sisters vote. Mine is not an exceptional 
case. On election morning you can stand at any polling place 
in any precinct in Colorado and see scores of mothers, wives, 
and daughters accompanying their male relatives to the polling 
places. 
· For many years the polling place in my precinct was located 
in a church. The three election judges and the two clerks were 
women who lived in the neighborhood; some of them, undoubt
c.dly, members of t'he church in which they performed their 
official duties. The voters who gathered there on election morn
ing were friends and neighbors. The proceedings were as or
derly as any ever held within that sacred edifice. 

I have been told that in some of the Eastern and Southern 
States polling places are located in the rear rooms of saloons 
and in other questionable places which no respectable woman 
would want to enter. Of course we would not tolerate that 
sort of thing in Colorado. 

l\Ir. Speaker, the right to vote is a natural right, an " unalien
able right," in the sense in which that term is used in the 
Declaration of Independence. 

We hold that it is a self-evident truth that all men are created equal 
and endowed with certain unalienable rights, among which are life, 
Uberty, and the pursuit of happiness. · 

Those are the words of the Declaration of Independence. 
"Endowed with certain unalienable rights." Endowed by 

whom? Not by some prince or president or emperor, but by God 
himself. 

Gentlemen argue that there is no such thing as an "unalien
able right," and in a sense that is true, for society has the 
power, if it has the disposition, to deprive us of even those 
rights specifically mentioned in the Declaration of Independ
ence-the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit ·of happiness. 
Yet the fact that society has the power to deprive us of those 
rights does not prove that it is justified in doing so, and Demo
crats, particularly, should scrutinize with jealous care any pro
posal looking to the limitation of man's God-given privileges. 

To my mind the right to vote is the most important of all 
man's natural rights, and without this right all other rights are 
insecure. 

The- freeman knows only two weapons with which he may 
defend his rights. One is the rifle; the other is the ballot. De
prive him of the latter and he will appeal to the former. 

The fa thet:s of the Republic had this thought in mind when 
they declared that "governments derive their just power from 

the consent of the governed." How can the go-rerned indicate 
their consent if they ar~ deprived of the ballot? 

And does anyone pretend that women are not among those 
governed? 

But the opponents of woman suffrage say society has a right 
to limit suffrage in defense of the common good. We are 
willing to concede that the mentally and morally deficient may 
properly be excluded, and we are willing to concede that there 
are moral and mental defectives among the women of this 
country, but how about the great mass of women who are 
neither mentally nor morally defective? On what ground 
does society presume to say that these citizens of a Republic 
shall not have a voice in the government to which they are 
expected to yield obedience? 

Is it because they are not the physical equals of man? 
Surely we have not reached that point in our national develop
ment where the human being with the biggest muscle is ac
counted the best citizen. Judged by that standard, Jack John
son would be the first citizen of the Republic. Is it because 
women do not perform their share of the world's work? If so, 
turn to your census reports and learn that millions of women 
are to-day engaged in gainful occupations, working side by 
side with their fathers, husbands, and brothers. 

Is it because women have not a " stake" in the Nation
because they do not own property and pay taxes? Why, some 
of our richest citizens are women, and four out of five of the 
men who own their own rooftrees will tell you that the nest egg 
which they have laid aside for a rainy day was accumulated 
through the tireless thrift and marvelous self-sacrifice of the 
women of the house. 

Or is it because women are not men's intellectual equals? 
I can not believe that that is your excuse, for every schoolhouse, 
every college, and every university in the land gives the lie to 
the assertion. 

If it is conceded that woman does her share of the world's 
work, contributes her proportion of the taxes with which the 
machinery of a government is operated, ·and is the mental 
equal of man, then in Heaven's name what excuse can be 
offered for depriving her of the most sacred right of a free 
citizen in a free country? 

More than 60 years ago a great Jewess, who had fled from 
her native land to escape religious persecution, stated the 
case much more succinctly and eloquently than I could hope to 
present it: 

We ask for our rights not as a gift of charity but as an net of jus
tice, for it is in accordance with the principles of republicanism that 
as woman has to pay taxes to maintain government she has a right to 
participate in the formation and administration of it; that as she is 
amenable to the laws of her country she ls entitled to a voice in tbetr 
enactment and to all the protective advantages they can bestow; that 
as she is :lE! liable as man to all the vicissitudes of llfe she ought to 
enjoy the same social rights and privileges. Any difference, therefore, 
in political, civil, and social rights on account of sex is in direct vio
lation of the principles of justice and humanity, and as such ought to 
be held up to the contempt and derision of every lover ot human 
freedom. 

I do not believe we will win. this fight to-day. It is probable 
that the majority against the proposed amendment will be quite 
large, but I would remind our friends and our opponents that 
" to-morrow is also a day." 

Equal suffrage is coming to the people of this country as 
surely as death and taxes. When you opened the door of the 
schoolhouse to the little girl you set her feet in the path which 
will lead her to the ballot box in the maturity of her woman
hood. It is e-rolution, not revolution. The ballot needs woman 
and woman needs the ballot Equal suffrage will not bring the 
millennium, but it will make this Go1ernment a little more 
representative of the people who live under it. 

My distinguished friend from Texas [l\Ir. DIEs] presents an 
interesting psychological study. He is what might be described 
as a "throw back "-a twentieth century man who thinks in 
the terms of the eighteenth century. The thought concerning 
woman's sphere which he sought to express here to-day is not 
new. A great Frenchman once expressed it in this fashion : 

To please, to be useful to us, to make us love and esteem them, to 
educate us when young, to take care of us when grown up, to advise, 
to console us, to rendeL' our lives easy and agreeable, these are the 
duties of women at all times and what they should be taught in theiL· 
infancy. 

That paragraph was written by Jean Jacques Rous eau about 
150 years ago. That will sene to show the gentleman from 
Tex.as just how far he will ha-re to travel in ower to catch up 
with the procession. That sentiment was not taken very seri
ously even in Rousseau's time. It can only proyoke a smHe 
to-day. 

The modern thought has been expressed by 1\Inx Eastmnn, 
and I take the liberty of quoting it: 

It is not expected by the best advocates of this change that women 
will reform politics or urge society of evil, but it is expected, with 
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reasoned and already proved certainty, that political knowle.dge and 
experience will develop women. Political responsibility, the character 
it demands and the recognition it receives., will alter the natu1·e and 
func tion of women in society to the benefit of themselves and their 
husbands and their children and their homes. Upon that ground they 
decl:-t rC' that it is of vital importance to the advance of civilized life, 
not only to give the ballot to those women who want it but to rouse 
tho:.;e '~ omen v. ho do no t yet know enough to want it to a better appre
ciation of the great age in which they live. 

Mr. Speaker, a · I entered the House to-day a most interesting 
document was placed in my bands. It w, s a copy of a resolu
tion pre ented to the constitutional convention of Texas 40 years 
ago by Judge W. T. G. Weaver, a great orator and a learned 
juri., t, and father of one of onr well-loved colleagues. Coming 
from the pen of a man born and bred in the South, it constitutes 
an illnminatirrg contribution to the discussion which is engaging 
aur attention. I ask to make the resolution a part of my re
marks, as follows: 

From page HH, journal of the Texas. constitutional convention of 
lS'iii. Proceedings of September 22; 1875. Resolution by Judge W. T. 
G. Weaver: 

' ·J:or;l •· cd. Tha t woman, being by ordinances of nature the mother 
of all livln9 human beings, that, if we accept Hebrew traditions. the 
word 'Eve . typically m<'ans the mother of all living, and that, as 
mother, wife, sister, and daugbtet·, she bas the first care of our lives, is 
our muse in childhood, our mentor in youth, our companion, helper, and 
consoler in manhood ; our <'Omforting, ministering, and sustaining angel 
in d ath, even at the birth. trial, death. and resurrection of Jesus, in 
t he beautiful faith of Chl'istianity, constant to him ln the midst of 
mo oocracy and despotism; and that in history, whe'rever she bas had 
t he power to speak and act for herself, in the great majority of cases 
he has risen above the mas (>S, like the full moon out of night's bo om, 

to shim• with the li~bt of locautv. virtue, charity. and truth over the 
morbi darkness around bor; and that. ln this land of republican faith 
llnd repre~entative, demC'cratic g-overnment, by every recornition of 
modern, enlight(> D(>d Christian civiliza tion. she i morally and mentally 
man's equal; that the same ·inalienable rights' that Jelfer on bas made 
bouseho1tl word in every land, where human liberty ba found a home 
or an advocab•. are as much woman's as man's; that she is a citizen 
as much of these United States. by the same natural rights of citizen
ship. as man ; that the elective franchise, being founded on these natural 
rights of the people, ai:ld inasmuch as woman is of the people and must 
be governed by the laws made by the peopl-e and is often a taxpayer, 
th<'re is no reason, political, human, or divtrie-ranl to the contrary 
n otwitbstandi •1g-why she should not have the same rights at the ballot 
·box that man has. 

uRcsolt:ed further, 1 bat the writer hereof believPs that the presence 
ot woman at the ballot box, as an American so><'rei!!l1, connected with 
the femina1 influence of a virtuous woman, as a legal voter, would do 
more to prot(>ct tbat shrine of the people's rights t han all tbe laws to 
guard the elective franchise that have heretofore been pa sed." 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Ur. Speaker, I yield 1::> minutes to .the gen
tleman from Colorado [~lr. TAYLOR]. 

The ~PEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR] 
is recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes of 
my time to the gentleman from l\Iissouri [l\Ir. DEcKER]. · 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DEcKER] 
is recognized for 10 minutes. 

[Mr. DECKER addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
nir. TAYLOR of Colorado. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to 

the gentleman from Connecticut [.Mr. REILLY]. 
l\Ir. REILLY of Connecticut. i\Ir. Speaker, I come from a 

State that has not extended suffrage to wom:m, but I sincerely 
hope that a new enlightenment will soon place my State among 
the States that have. [Applause.] I also belong to a party 
who e platform in the last election in the State I 11artly repre
sent pledged itself to equal suffrage. I listened to an argument 
made to-day to the effect that if you gave the suffrage to woman 
she would not vote. In the largest town in my district in the 
last election 6,007 votes were not polled. Would you disfr:m
chi e all of the men in that district because of those unpoUed 
votes? 

Can not woman, who is the superior of man because she is 
the mother of man, be trusted in the making of laws that govern 
man? Who knows better what is good for man than the mother 
who bore him? 

Do you men who are opposed to suffrage for women consider 
your wife, your mother, your sister, or your daughter unfit to 
determine what i best to do for good of country, State, or city? 

As a matter of fact do you not consult the judgment of one 
or all in matters most important? 

Is not the woman whose hand, heart, and bead are the 
directing forces in the family, able to take part in directing 
Go-rernment by her vote? 

The priceless jewel of motherhood is her manly son. Can not 
you trust a mother to make laws to best govern that son? 

In times of trial and tribulation the comfort and advice of 
woman is sought and given to man; as she .helps and sustains 
him. so can she help and sc.stain the Government by her vote. 

There would be no dirty politics were pure, ~lean women the 
politicians. The law-abiding, decent man engaged in any busi
ne~s has no need to fear the power of suffrage in the band of 
woman. 

'l'he rights of the States will never ·suffer by reason of voting 
women, but the wrongs of .p1any will be righted. 

Good women, like good men, will never be lorrered by politics, 
but politics will be put on a higher le-rel by reason of woman's 
pa rticip"a tion. · 

The trend of the times ·is toward equal suffrage. The man 
who does not realize it does not keep track of what is going 
on. His eyes or his head is bad. 

The. near future will see the realization of the effort of to-day. 
Eventually equal suffrage; why not now? [Applause.] 
l\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. 1\Ir. Speaker, I yield three minutes 

to the gentleman from rew Jersey [:\Ir. BAKER]. 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, it is probably true that few 

people who tbinlr do not believe that the greatest stiffener in 
self-respect and quickener in diligence for duty is the con
sciousness that one has the right to provide by law for personal 
security. It has been said here, or words to that effect, that if 
women are allowed to vote they willueglect their wo.rk. Is that' 
so with men, since they can vote? It is said, further, that it 
women vote, they will beco;ne wrangling politicians and get 
themselves elected to Qongress. [Laughter.] We all know that 
mere politicians are riever elected to anything. There are no 
110liticians here. Tbe&e are statesmen, all. [Laughter.] 

It has been further said that if women vote chh·alry will go 
out of flower and never bloom again. Put it down, that kind 
of chi \'airy is . spurious. When women vote they will receiv~ 
more chivalrous attention than ever, for they will have adde8 
to their amiability, beauty, and intelligence the charm of power. 
This day's work has shown the · splendor of the advance of the 
cause of equal r]crhts. Men differ as t9 the channel through 
which it shall come, but there have been few discordant notes 
to mar the high conceptions that move the .membership of th~ 
House; indeed, only one exposed the dimensions of his prejudice 
through the indulgence of his descriptive genius. 

The fir t real thing in constitutions ~ent into effect on April 
30, 17 9, just 14 years and 11 days after its founders and 
makers begaD; to cut down the timbers at Lexington, in Massa-
chusetts, April 19, 1775. . . 

It was and is tile greatest of civic productions, for while its ' 
expression illustrates the primacy dimensions, and power of its 
conceptions, its operation has shown its adaptability, utility, and 
efficiency in the ju t government of men. 

The very word ." constitution " was hateful to those who con
h·olled affairs in that and preceding ages. 

It meant too much of definiteness and clarity as to the rights 
and security of the people, and it infringed and exposed the 
vagaries of irre ponsible power, which thrives best where ig
norance is dense and general and morals are low. 

Since then ph.Jsical remoteness and slow communication have 
been overcome by disco-rery and invention, so that now e-rery 
part of the Republic is nearer every other part than one part: 
of a single county was to most parts of the same county a cen
tury and a quarter ago, although our territorial extent has mul
tiplied many times; and we are homogeneous as well as nu
merical, regardless of inter-rening rivers, mountains, plains, 
and m·en oceans. 

Ko questionable act of government can now be done that 
will not be known by everybody, everywhere, practically within 
the hour. 

Publicity in civics is the guardian angel of free institutions. 
Despotism can not bear the light, its littlene s and meanness· 

shrivel and wither under the gaze of modern intelligence and 
moral sensibility. 

Local self-government is as useful and neces ary as tile· suc
cession of the seasons and the procession of the celestial 
planets, but 

Centralization in the eighteenth century was a most different 
thing than centralization in the twentieth century; indeed, even 
austere and conservative men, as well as the mercurial oppor
tunist, now speak with a complacency approaching enthu iasm 
of the parliament of man, the federation of the world. 

The proposed amendment does not contemplate the repression 
or restriction of the rights and the power of the people; on the 
contrary it seeks to sensitize and extend them. 

1\Ien have been about the sole artificers in the construction and 
conduct of government, and there is now on exhibition, with 
Europe as the stage and a horrified world as the audience, the 
superlative illustration of the bleeding and burning handiwork 
of men. · 

Men are slow either to yield or to divide power, but then, in 
extenuation or mitigation, it must justly be said they are swift 
to add to that which they have. It has always been that way; 
the memory of man runneth not to the contrary. 

This bas held up progress and has stood in the way of the 
prevalence of equal rights. · 
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Some brave and true men started the e\olution of our Gov
ernment, and they pushed it along and forward and upward with 
the utmost pains, patience, faith, and courage. · 

They had no model, but they had clear minds, far sight, and 
high purpose. They laid it out on lines that would e:xpttnd and 
respond to facts and ideas as they should become known. They 
did not set much store by the .Medo-Persian law "that changeth 
not." 

They knew that power must be kept near the hands of the 
people or it would be abused, dnd yet that it must be put beyond 
the reach of temporary popular frenzy. 

That is why they said it would need two-thirds of the House 
and two-thirds of the Senate to formulate and set in motion any 
change in the Constitution for submission to the States. 

They also had abiding confidence that intelligent, sensitive, 
and honorable men formulating an amendment, upon petition 
or otherwise, that would vitally affect. the rights and the happi
ness of the people, would see to it that so great an issue should 
not be made the butt of arbitrary or vacillating official dictum. 

They did not intend that the agent always and not the prin
cipal should pronounce the owner's ultimate will, for they knew 
th_e sacred story of "the hands of Esau, but the voice of Jacob.'' 

A petition implies there is one who needs that which another 
can give. 

Esther, the queen, knew Ahasuerus, the king, could give or 
take anything within his dominions of one hundred and seven 
and twenty provinces. She knew also that if her petition were 
not received with favor her life was forfeit, but she preferred 
her petition and saved her people. . 

Daniel was a mighty supplicator, who made his petition three 
times each day, and he had such wisdom bestowed upon him 
that he was the profoundest interpreter and wisest counselor 
of that or any age. 

John of England had a .poor ear for petitions. He could see 
no reason for them, nor could he comprehend their importance 
until the radiance of the daggers of his barons at Runnymede, 
700 years ago, come June next, illuminated his sluggish intellect 
and taught him that there are human rights which even a king 
ran neither dissipate nor deny. 

The American colonists .complained that the right of petition 
was denied them and their wrongs were ignored. They pub
lished their lamentations in the form of a declaration, de
nouncing the sovereign and the sovereignty that refused to hear 
them; then they fluRg the king and his scepter into the sea, 
and when they had assuaged their indignation they wrote _and 
put into force a Constitution, in which they embalmed the 
sacred right of petition, and they made sure and ample provi
sion for the amendment of the Constitution whenever the light 
of experience should re,eal that it ought to be done. 

l\Iore American citizens than all the people that li\ed in this 
land when that Constitution was proclaimed are now asking 
the Congress to set in motion the process provided in that great 
instrument to promote their welfare by broadening their con
stitutional guaranties, and to that end to enlarge the suff1'age 
by amendment of the Federal Constitution. 

Shall the Congre s, like the king whom they therefore abol
ished, refuse to hear them? 

There is no function in the all-pervading power of Congre s 
that so vividly illustrates its dignity as. its dominance of the 
form and substance of any and al.l amendments to the Constitu
tion. 

The fundamental law of the Republic can not be adjusted to 
the light of modern evolution if the Congress is not in step 
with the progress of the age. 

The people may see ·d~ions and they may dream dreams, but 
these can not fructify if the Congress sees fit to interpose its 
intercepti're dictum. 

But with power goes responsibility, and the abuse of the one 
or the neglect of the other will invite swift retribution. 

There- is not one among us who does not know that the 
strength of the Republic is derived from the intelligence of the 
people, and that if our institutions are to endure that strength 
mn t be culti"rated and utilized. 

It follows logically that it is eminently due and pertinent 
that the Congreu should inquire whether the average intelli
gence of our electoral expression would be lowered if women 
\Oted; . 

Whether the refinement of qualification to vote, as it now 
obtains, would be degraded if our wives and daughters were 
brought within its purview; . . 

Whether because one person does not care to vote is a good 
reason why another person should not be allowed to vote; 

Whether it raises an inscrutable qu-estion of mental atrophy 
for one to say he or she is indifferent to the right of franchise; 

Whether there is a single instance of any ·in the quick and . 
not of the dead who does not desire to control his or her own 
property and to have the right to provide· by law for the se
curity of life, liberty, and honor; and 

'Yhether, if this is an age of counsel and progress, of facili
tatiOn and celerity, and of adjustment and sensiti\eness to the 
rights of others, it is reasonable to express amazement criti
cism, or resentment when constitutionally recognized citizens 
of the Republic ask to be admitted to the right of franchise. 

Such a petition is permeated and attended with all the nmni
ments of dignity. 

It con\eys the express will of the so\ereign to those deputed 
to· perform the functions of subordinate legislation, to formu
late and facilitate the purpose to ha\e submitted.to the States 
and thereby their electors the question whether the right of 
franchise shall be enlarged. 

The issue is by no means confineu to whether the l\Iembers 
of Congress personally favor the extension of the franchise, 
bu-t whether the States shall be denied or confirmed in their 
power to say what shall be the constitutional rights of Ameri-
can citizens. · 

The right of suffrage is as old as the human race. It is the 
bedrock upon which the so\ereignty of the people rests· its 
denial is the act, the trick, the subterfuge of the usurper,' and 
it is now wholly .forbidden only within the pale of despotism. 

It was the refusal of a voice in affairs that drove our an
cestors into rebellion against the King and that justified them to 
themselves in the destruction of private property as their only 
means of audibly expressing their indignation against injustice; 
and it was that same wrong that thrust monarchy from the 
land of the setting sun. 

What do the women of this country seek? Is it anything 
more than their fathers wrung from . tile crown by the bloody 
assize of war? 

Do they ask for pensions, for preferences, for special privi
leges, or is it only for a fair field and no favor in the struggle 
for existence? 

If it is true that half of the adult people of the United States 
have no voice in making the laws under which they live nor 
adjusting the re\enues to which they must contribute, how do 
we account for our slogan of "E-qual rights to all, special 
privileges to none " ? 

We have always declared in words that glitter and gleam, 
"Taxation without repre entation is usurpation," and yet we 
deny to women a single word_ in making tte rates and levies 
through which we compel them to pay hundreds of millions in 
taxes annually. 

Our duplicity outshines our consistency, overmasters our 
delicacy, and obliterates the last \estige of justice. 

The smallest discernible object on earth is the man who 
boasts dominion over his wife's property. 

At what jocund time, in what roseate place, and by what 
sinuous and-sinister means did man acquire the right to \iolate 
every rubric of the square deal and to play the small despot? 

We laud the Declaration of Independence and point with the 
scintillating glamor of pride to the ferv~d arraignment of the 
King "for imposing taxes on us without our consent," and then 
proceed to perpetrate the same tyranny on those most dear 
to us. We place ·a cele tial halo upon the brow of the King 
by comparison. 

Was not that world-con\ulsing document written by the 
hands and sanctified by the blood of our common forbears? 

Where lies the keener intelligence and the major devotion 
of the human race? 

Are these virtues luminously conspicuous and decorati\e only 
in the personality of those who now possess and parade the 
inestimable power of the franchise? 

It is a matter of common knowledge, and no less of pride and 
satisfaction, that the minds and manners of the rising genera
tion are largely formed and trained by · women; and thi is 
neither artificial nor abnormal, but on the contrary it is natu
ral, spontaneous, and beneficial, for there is neither light nor 
the suggestion of betterment that women are not swift to <li -
cern, appreciate, and diffuse. And if this is true, why should 
we seek to deprive the Republic of the intuitive, subtle, intel
lectual strength of this boundless· source of service? 

Are the circumscriptions of the political influence of women 
to be the proof not only of the survival of prejudice but of its 
most obstructive culmination? 

Is prejudice an illuminant; is it an embellishment? 
Does custom sanctify imbecility? 
Of whom here that has utility-real, fructifying mentality

has it not been asked, "Who is his mother?'' not "Who is his 
father!" 
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• ·For ages the firmament has been \ocal with applause, the 
pages of history aflame with eulogy of her foresight, her judg
ment, and · her triumphs. 

Would we have exemplifications of her world work? 
Who, then, had the prescience to consciously know and the 

courage of conviction to supply the means to lift the veil from 
thls continent? 

Was it Ferdinand of Aragon-the King, the man-or was it 
Isabella of Castile-the Queen, the woman? 

Who drove the invader from France, restored her cities, and 
reestablished her sovereignty? Was it Charles YII-the King, 
the man-or was it Joan of Arc, the maid of Domremy? 

Was it Francis of Lorraine, Emperor consort, her husband, 
or was it Maria Tberesa herself who rescued Austria-Hungary 
from the clutches of her insatiable military neighbors and 
saT"ed the realms of the House of Hapsburg? 

The· instances of the genius of women for affairs of govern
ment are numberless as the stars. 

In the cabinet, in the field, in art, in . ·science, in literature, 
in philosophy, who denies the transcendent intellectual power 
of women? . 

Aside from the equities, is it wise to debar this limitless 
influence this matchless intelligence from participation in the 
elucidati~n of the problems of the Republic? , 

Like the surging roar of the sounding sea comes· the ceaseless 
and swelling demand that we shall graYely consider the relation 
of this majestic potentiality to the future of our country. 

Is the lurid exhibition of discourtesy and hoodlumism on 
Pennsylvania Avenue a year ago to be the gauge and guerdon of 
American civilization? 

Has it come to such a pass that it is necessary not only that 
women should have the franchise, ·but that they should bear 
arms to protect themselYes from those who· are now clothed 
with the royal right to vote? 

Election day is a sovereign day, and should be made a day of 
sacramental dignity and solemnity. 

Shall not our own flesh and blood sen·e with us at this altar 
of honor and power? - · 

Who ever increased his estate or enhanced his happiness by 
subjecting either to the animadversions of a courtier? 

Who does not know that oT"er-sweet words make bitter lives? 
Paens of adulation, compliment, and admiration are delectable, 

but they are not dependable; they fade like the mists of the 
morning in times of stress. 

Laws made by those who must live under them and sustain 
them are the only safe refuge in the mutations of human affairs. 

'Ve talk of the good red blood in our veins; is the proof of 
the color of our personal ichor established by our denial of equal 
rights to others? 

Is it just, magnanimous, or honorable to refuse to others that 
which we demand for ourselYes? · 

Only unreal,men titter and sneer at those who have the splen
did courage to try to dissipate prejudice, establish justice, and 
make an end of a hideous wrong. 

Are we conscious of the throb of modernity in civilization? 
Was the just, the wise, the martyr, Abraham Lincoln mad 

when h'e said: "I go for all who bear arms or who pay taxes, 
to be admitted to the franchise, by no means excluding fe
males"? 

Tlie issue is fundamental. Shall it be postponed by the exer
tion of the procrastinating power of the House, or shall we rend 
this ragged remnant of the mantle of despotism from our un
wi1ling shoulders? 

Shall we, like the King, refuse to hear the petition? 
A tumultuous call is clanging from the hills and sobbing from 

the \alleys for equal rights to all. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. l\!r. Speaker, I yield to the gen

tleman from Indiana [l\Ir. CLINE]. 
The SPEAKER. How much time? 
l\Ir. CLINE. Just time enough to say that I desire to extend 

my rem_arks in the RECOBD. . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that privilege. 
Mr. YOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a good 

deal of interest to the various arguments that have been ad
vanced. ·I desire to touch upon one or two of these arguments. 
Those who are oppo-sed to this proposition are especially insistent 
thftt this will deprive the State of one of its rights. I can not see 
how that argument has any pertinence. This is a proposition to 
submit to the States the question of whether they desire to 
change the fundamental law. The States, through their legisla
tures, elected for that purpose, are to determine whether they de
sire this change or not, and it seems to me that we need not con
cem ourSelves on that point. Let the States settle that when this 
resolution finally comes before the yarious legislatures. This 
States rights argument like arguments against a measure upon 

the ground that it is unconstitutional is made so often again§!t 
propositions that are not favored that it is somewhat dis
credited. It is often made for lack of a better argument. 

In line with this ,doctrine of States rights it is claimed that 
the Constitution ne\er would have been ratified bad this proposi
tion been a part of it and that this right of the States to de
pl·ive women of a right to vote is so sacred that it must not 
be departed from. True there was a time when it would have 
been idle to have submitted such a resolution as nis with any 
hope of its passage. But during the years that have inter
vened since the formation of our Government many changes 
have occurred. Woman no longer occupies the same position in 
~ociety. She is no longer the dependent, helpless, ignorant 
person of a century ago. She has risen to a position that gives 
her a right to ask for equal, fair, and just treatment. . 

It has been urged that woman is not qualified to vote, and a 
good many things that seem to me flippant have been said 
against her. I am not going to defend her. She needs no de
fense at my hands. It is too late to question her qualifications. 
She has long since demonstrated her qualifications in the States 
where for years she has voted. No one in this argument has 
challenged her course where she has exercised the right which 
she asks you to accord to her. See what is going on to-day in 
our public _schools. It is the girl, and not the boy, that wins 
the honors. The graduates from our high schools are largely 
girls. She is everywhere the teacher of the boys who become 
our · voters, and is now engaged in aimost eT"ery ·occupation i.11'" 
life in successful competition with men. She has as good an 
opportunity to become acquainted with public affairs as men 
and may be relied upon to · act as honestly and intelligently. 
The right to vote would give her a new and enlarged sphere of 
usefulness, which w-ould help to develop her powers, just as it 
helps men. 

One of the most amusil:ig and to me ridiculous arguments is 
the contention that if wo'men are given the right to vote they 
will be dragged into th~ mire of dirty politics and will neglect 
their homes and their children. Those who urge this objection 
appear to think that all women will immediately go on · a strike 
if we pa-ss this resolution; that from then ou they will devote 
their entire time and attention to voting. Bless your soul, why 
does not the right to vote affect men in this same way? If the 
loss of a day or .a few hours each year spent in voting is such 
a tremendous loss to society, why should hot men forego the 
privilege of voting? _The men who make this argument appear 
to assume that men .as a class are engaged in dirty politics; that 
the exercise of the franchise has a debasing influence from 
which women should be shielded. They urge that the right to 
vote would corrupt, blunt, and destroy all her finer sensibilities. 
This argument is not new; it was made against ·admitting 
women to our colleges so they might be educated side by side 
with men. Grave and learned professors protested ·against that 
innovation. They protested on the same grounds as are now 
urged against suffrage for women. She would become debased, 
lose all her finer sensibilities, neglect her h_ome, her children, 
and her husband. No doubt some of the men who made this 
argument still believe it to be true. They are standpatters of 
the old school and can see no good in anything that does· not 
have the stamp of the fathers. But the world will move on, and 
the day will come when those who to-day sneer at the womeu 
'who ask a right to vote will wish that some of their speeches 
might be · forgotten. Why should not a woman have the same 
protection as a man? The ballot is his great weapon of defense. 
She has property upon which she is taxed; she has business 
interests as well as he ; she has the home, with all its sacred 
interests to protect. The hoine and its interests are safer in 
her hands ·than in her husband's. Why should we not give her 
the power to protect it? You will refuse it to her to-day, you 
have the power_, but if it is right .that women should vote, · as I 
firmly believe· that it is, she will win some day, and when she 
does the men who have belittled and ridiculed her to-day will 
find but little satisfaction iri the cheap applause which they 
have coveted ... 
. Mr. STAFFORD. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri 

[.Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 
The SPEAKER. For how long? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Such time as the gentleman wishes to use. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman from Missouri will proceed. 

[Mr. Bartholdt addressed the--House. ~ee Appendix.] 
l\fr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I should like to inquire how 

much time there is left. · 
The SPEAKER. ·Fifty-four minutes. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. How is that time divided? 

·The SPEAKER: The· gentleman from North Carolina [l\lr. 
WEBB] has 2 minutes, the gentleman from Colorado [l\Ir. 
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TAYLOR] 17 minutes, the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoN
DELL] 13 minutes, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAF
FORD] 17 minutes and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
VoLSTEAD] 5 minutes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: My understanding is that those 
·who favor the resolution have the right to close, and I reser\e 
that right if I have it. 

The SPEAKER. The proponents of the measure have the 
right to close. That is the rule in every parliamentary body 
in the world. 

Mr. TA..YLOR of Colorado. Mr. ·speaker, the gentlemen fa
\Oring the proposition have more t4ne than those in opposition. 
I suggest that gentlemen in favor of the propo ition use some 
of their time. ·we shall have only two speeches in opposition. 

Mr. ST.AFFOllD. I shall ha\e only two speeches on this 
side. 

Mr. MOl\"DELL. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [~Ir. FEss]. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, fundamental democracy is found in 
two great State papers and is expressed by a sentence of one 
great statesman. One of the State papers is the Declaration 
of Independence, and the reference I ha\e in mind is the pur
pose of goyernment as there exp_resQed; 

All men are created equal, and governments are instituted among 
men to secm·e certain rights. among wh1ch are life. liberty, and hap
pines , and the right to govern must come from the consent of the 
govemed. 

That is fundamental, as expressed in our democracy by 
'rhomas Jefferson. The other great State paper, which Mr. 
Gladstone said was the greatest single instrument ever stricken 
off by the brain or purpose of inan, is the Constitution: 

The establishment of justice, the J._>romotion of the general welfare; 
and the security of the blessings of. hberty. 

These are t11e best statements of fundamental democracy yet 
expressed in the history of government in the world One great 
statesman couched it in a single sentence when he said: 

Government of the people, for the people, by the people. 
Taking these fundamental statements, I ask this legislative 

body whether you believe that the term "people" and the term 
" men " exclude women in the conception of the writers of 
tho e principles. No one certainly would claim that the women 
ha'e no interest in the establishment ef justice and in the 
promotion of the general welfare or in the security of the 
blessings of liberty, and nobody certainly would state that a 
go,ernment of the people, for the people, by the people, is for 
men and not for women. 

'JlhP que ·tion I ask of this body is, Will uiese principles be 
better sub erved by a government made for the women than it 
will be by a government made by the women, or by the addi
tion of the influences that they can give with that of men is 
the making of laws? 'Vhy do we admit women to the schools, 
admit them to the churches, admit them into industrial life, 
admit them in everything that makes for a better civilization 
save the law-making ngency of the Government? Why is she 
excluded from this field of influence? She is not excluded 
from the church, she is in the church and by being in it she 
does not les en her own influence, she does not become less 
womanly, but she does do the church good and the :Xation at 
laro-e. She is in the school and is the most telling instrument 
in the education of the Nation. She does not harm the school; 
she benefits the school, and in her work she does not make her
self le s womanly. We admit her in the industries. Eight 
millions of them are in the industries. Her influence in the 
industries has not made her a less useful agent in the better
ment of the world, but she 4as in a sense helped the agency 
that should make the world better. The evils in the fac
tory system as they exist will be lessened by her exercise of 
the' bnllot. She is admitted .to the practice of law. She has 
not reduced the dignity of the profession and has maintained 
her own dignity. She is admitted into the ministry in certain 
churche . She has not in this field or in the home lessened 
her influence. She does not become less womanly· and she does 
elevate the ministry and the particular religious sphere in 
which she operate . She is admitted in medicine. She has 
not lo t her womanline s by going into medicine. In the art 
of healing he ha not harmed the public that she E:erres. I 
a k again, Why hall women be admitted to e1ery profession, 
to every avenue of achievement, in all of which she has not only 
mainb1ined her womanliness but has exalted her profession, 
and be denied the privilegE> of using the ballot, the only agent 
she has to put into effective enforcement the principles that she 
tries to represent in the e other various avenues into which 
she i admitted? The one weapon she needs must have to ma
terialize in law what she stands for in daily life is the ballot. 
To me it is hard to undel'stand how I can justify myself in de-

mandi?g the ballot for myself, and at the same time deny it to 
my Wife and declare that my si ter must not have it It is 
also difficult for me to understand why men will say, "'Ve do 
not want to extend to her the ballot, because politics is a dirty 
pool." 

If politics is a dirty pool, then for God's j:lake admit her in 
order to clean it up. Your statement aro-ues that exclusi\e man
hood suffrage is a failure. Woman's influence is demanded by 
your confession. That is the purpo e for the urgency for her 
admi sion into this activity. Fellow i\Iembers, I ha\e listened 
to almost all the peeches made upon this floor to-day. I respect 
the men who ~er from me,and give re~pect to their argu
ments. There IS an argument offered against woman suffrage 
by way of constitutional amendment that has force. and tllat I 
respect, but it is not conclusive. I should ha\e preferred to 
lea1e it to the States as a State question, but that is mere 
preference. With me it is· a question-and a much lar"er ques
tion than State or Federal-Will woman as a lawmaker help us 
to olve the problems which we have not yet solY"ed? Will ·he 
help solve the child-labor problem, the sweat-shop problem, the 
problem of the white-slave traffic? . Will she help to better con
ditions in industry? Will she facilitate and put into effect 
measures against occupational diseases? Will she guard better 
the unfortunate of both sexes, calling loudly for her as:::;istnnce? 
She to-day is left with the vacant, empty words of recommenda
tion. Add to this the weapon of the ballot and note the effect. 

Will woman, sensitive as she is, be an influence for the hu
mani4trian movements that will make politics clean? The mis
sion of woman in politics is to uplift and is holy. 

As I said a moment ago, I would have preferred that this 
matter be left to the States. Suffrage is properly a State ques
tion I admit, but that is no reason why when it come into this 
Chamber I should vote against this amendment which is to let 
the Stntes pass upon this one subject. Shall you deny the right 
to vote to woman simply because she is a woman? 'l'he amend
ment does not confer the +ranchise on women. The denial must 
not be because of sex. She can be denied for other reasons. 
This is but a limitation and does not destroy the State' au
thority save in case of ex. Some one said to me, "Mr. Fe s, 
your State voted against woman suffrage. How dare you vote 
for it?" That is true. I was a member of the Ohio constitu
tional convention in 1912. We submitted the question of equal 
suffrage to our State and it was voted down. 

in November last the question .. was before our State again, 
and I am sorry that it lost by 180,000 majority. But bear me, 
men; that is no reason why I should surrender my judgment 
upon an issue that is fundamental -in American democracy. l 
will vote for this measure, and when my people feel that I do 
not represent them, they ha\e their remedy. I take it that I 
shall be respected if I cast my vote on this issue, as upon other 
issue , as my judgment dictates. I do not argue that the fran
chise is a natural right, neither do I urge it as a privilege but 
rather as a duty. No woman risks anything when she performs 
her duty. She is not contaminated with her stronger ex in 
the church-in that field she is the more efficient of the two
neither is she in the home, where she is influencing the future 
citizens; nor in the school, where she is molding the thought 
and life of the future citizen, who is the coming \Oter. In all 
the service of the State, in the home, in the church, in the 
school, in the various professions, she is molding the future 
1oter. But you declare, without giving good rea on , that she 
can not and must not be intrusted with the ballot, not beca u e 
she has not brain power (she equals her brother in the field of 
re earch; consults the records of the college and univer ity), 
not because she has not applied intelligence ( ee her work in 
all fields), not because she has not sympathy (consult her 
activities in social and industrial betterment movements), but 
simply and only because she is a woman, and the ballot will 
expose her to the lo of the chivalry of her brother. That i. the 
reason given. Will she lose the chivalrous regard in which she 
is held by man? Not if the man is a O'entleman. If he is not, 
it is too great a price the public pays for his chiyalry. 

Her participation will be an ad\antage to the public. The 
numerous questions with which we have bnttled unsucces fully 
will appeal to womanhood in a deeper sense tban to ·mauhood. 
Were she a power in lawmaking and in enforcing the law there 
would be less irresponsible utterance about the futility of the 
Nation doing this or doing that. I need not enumerate. Men 
say the people do not want to extend the electorate. It is too 
much extended now. They cite the votes of everal States 
against suffrage. I care not how many men have voted against 
extending this power to women. · Why should I say that any 
woman should not have that power? The women have not been 
heard on it If only one woman claims the right to \Ote, upon 
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what grounds do I justify myself standing up declaring she 
shall not ha\e the right? Who ga\e it to me? Who denied it 
to her? ·why to rue'? Why not to her? 

I am told she will not u e it, and Ohio, where she votes on 
school boards, is cited as proof. If I were permitted to vote 
for a constable and no one else my interest would not be great. 
If woman must ue deprived of the ballot because she will not 
use it, why not the man for the same reason? 

In this best example of a successful government where 
democracy has been an experiment and so many new govern
mental ideas and ideals have been worked out, we have clung 
to one undemocratic practice of admitting women to all ave
nues of influence and achieYement save one, ·and that one is the 
sole instrument by which she can make effective the influences 
which she exerts in varied fields she has already entered. 

Can she exercise intelligent judgment in the selection of 
officers? I say she can. In a great many ways women are 
superior to men in judgment. There are to-day over a million 
women devoted to study in the various social betterments asso
ciations in our land, becoming most effective in the charity work 
of the country. Then. are 1,142 women on charitable boards 
according to the census. There were, in 1910, 615 woJ;llen on 
boards of education in England. I am speaking of a foreign 
country, but if you take the activities in a city like Chicago 
or New York or Philadelphia and analyze the activities that 
are making for social betterment in the cities you will find that 
women are taking a wonderful position. 

The ballot is the one determining agency of action. Princi
ples can be taught. Woman in the home, the church. and the 
school can pass the lessons of right conduct, of sound national 
character. of standards of citizenship, but is denied the one 
necessary· element to make such teaching effective. I for one 
will not deny that right to her, and shall vote to .forbid any 
State denying it simply because she is a woman. 

You can not throw the charge into my face that I am voting 
simply because my State is for it or my State is against it I 
,-ote for it because it is right, it is just, it is equity; and if you 
do not do it now. you but defer the time, for it will be done 
later on. [Applause.] 

Ur. HR.~RY. 1\Ir. Speaker, at this time I yield a minute to 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. TUTTLE]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is recog
nized for one minute. 

~Ir. TUTTLE. l\Ir. Speaker, the people of New Jersey will 
pass upon the question of equal suffrage at the election next 
fall. They are more interested in the result of that election 
than they are in this discussion of a constitutional amendment; 
but I desire to extend my remarks in the REcoRD by inserting 
an argument, in connection with a letter, from Mrs. John R. 
Emery, wife of the vice chancellor of the State and. p~esident 
of the Morristown Branch of the New Jersey Association Op
posed to Woman Suffrage. It is as follows: 

MORRISTOWN, N. J., Januarv 11, 1.915. 
Hon. WILLIAM E. TUTTLE, Jr., 

House of Represe11tatives, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR : My duty a.s president of the Morristown Branch of the 

New · Jersey Association Opposed to Woman Suffrage makes it neces
sary for me to call your attention to this body of women who in your 
constituency are strongly opposed to the passage of a Federal 
amendment in favor of equal suffrage. 

'l'o save you from unnecessary annoyance we have decided to write 
one letter-rather than many-as representing faithfully the expres
sion of our views, and I have been deputed to present these views to 
you on behalf of our association, which no\7 numbers over 700 women, 
all over 21 years ·or age. 

I am therefore inclosing you a newspaper copy of my remarks before 
the New Jersey Legislature last January, which were fully indorsed 
by our association. It is as follows: 

" Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the Morristown 
Branch of the New Jersey Association Opposed to Woman Suffrage was 
organized on July 3, and after a summer of study took up active work 
on October 9, and in eight weeks we had a membership of 600 women, 
all over 21 years of age. 

" These women represent every type of American woman from the 
wage earner at $1.50 a day to the highly educated, college-bred woman 
of modern life and activities. Every class of social life is represented, 
and married or single we desire to protest as a body against equal 
suffrage. · 

'' Our members include hundreds of names of so-called 'independent 
women ' in every line of self-supporting occupation, many of them with 
families dependent upon their efforts and all with intelligent reasons 
for opposing equal suffrage. 

"We are a home-making, home-loving, law-abiding body of women, 
and whatever our station in life, drawn together to oppose woman 
suffrage because we believe it threatens our best interests and the best 
in terests of those dependent upon us. 

" We know ourselves to be singularly well protected by the existing 
laws of our country and our State, and that these laws in regard to 
marriage and divorce, rights of property, personal freedom and per
sonal privilege, child labor, with all educational and industrial laws, 
are in our own State just. well considered, and effective. Our recent 
employers' liability act gives the wage earner ample protection in case 
of accident, and new and protective legislation is under consideration 
at all times. 

" For more than 100 years the Amerkan man bas labored -to give the 
American woman and child a status in the law and under our Gov· 
ernment that has been the admiration of the world, and we wish . to 
hold the honorable position so given us, and consider the constant 
criticism of the laws of our country and State both unjust and disloyal. 

"We could urge upon you many just and real considerations of senti
ment and feeling. Our faithful service to the State in the bearing and 
rearing of children ; the care of the old ; the intelligent and honest care 
of the poor, helpless, and unfortunate through church, charitable, and 
personal activities ; and all the self-imposed duties and responsibilities of 
the home worr.an, and we do remind you that all this has been constantly 
done without the vote. But we do not wish to urge any such senti
mental considerations upon you, but rather to beg you to consider this 
question in its practil!al bearing upon the American life of the future. 

"We do not shrink from the responsibilities of political life just 
because they are responsibilities, for we have carried the responsibilities 
of life and death as plain home women for years1 and are used to great 
burdens and have taken our full share of the outside duties of citizenship 
as well, but we do believe that such sustained political effort as equal 
suffrage should demand c.f us to be effective, would in time militate 
a~ainst our best service to the State in the direct and unalterable duties 
of womanhood. 

"We :mtisuffrage women suffer just as much from 'modern unrest' 
as do the suffrage women. It is in the air and we too feel it, but we 
bel_leve--and life has so taught us-that much as we may tire of 'the 
dally round, the common task ' and long for larger fields to conquer, it is 
Just this round of duties accepted and this unrest conquered and fused 
mto serenity of spirit, that makes for the permanent quality and valut:> 
of home and the race, and that such quality and value would both be 
seriously impaired by our entrance into political life." 

I would further call your attention to some important indications of 
the effect of the woman-suffrage movement which have appeared during 
the past year. 

We claim that the votes of women have not succeeded in bettering 
or controlling industrial conditions in Colorado nor have they succeeded 
in California in introducing valuab1e economic reforms, as the " high 
cost of living" there has been increased rather than diminished by a 
higher rate of taxes since the vote for women has existed there. 

That also the proud claim that woman would "purify politics" can 
not be unquestioned as long as the leaders of the Women's Congressional 
Union continue to threaten the President and other Government officials 
with political destruction through their power at the next election 
unless they would pronounce themselves in favor of woman suffrage. 
Such a "black list" was indeed published during the current year and 
would seem to prove that politically there is not much difference be
tween the man political boss and his feminine emulator. 

In the Newark Sunday Call of this day I read the following sen
tence apropos of the approaching debate--referring to the activities of 
the Women's Congressional Union: "The committee this year is an 
active committee rather than in times past a semihonorary one. It is 
made up of women who are giving practically their entire time to the 
task," etc. 

This is, indeed, true and would certainly fairly raise the question as 
to what becomes of any other than political duties under such stress. 
It must, indeed, be only the exceptional woman who can have the 
ability, strength, and energy for such duties and still retain her poise 
as home-maker and home-keeper. 

For years our great neurologists have been telling us of the .danger 
to our race through the nervousness of the American woman. Sani
tariums a.nd rest cures have been built and filled by hundreds of 
nervous cases, and yet the American women of to-day are urging upon 
their sisters the additional nerve burden of men's duties as well as 
women's. 

We consider ' also that a great blot rests on the woman suffrage 
movement, in that they have not sufficiently repudiated the doctrines 
of the feminists who have allied themselves with them, especially in 
their teachings on marriage and divorce and their complete destruction 
of the idea of home centralization as a means of power and self-
control. · 

That they have, in the same way, allowed themselves to be used by 
the Socialist Party for the advancement of their . radical doctrines, 
having countenanced their organization by carrying their banners in 
their pat·ades on more than one occasion. 

We also deplore their reception and entertainment of such agitators 
as Mrs. Pankhurst, Miss Christabel Pankhurst, !lnd Mrs. Pethick 
Lawrence, and we think this should certainly make the men and women 
of America stop to question the state of mind which makes this pos
sible to women of honor and truth. If these are to be their political 
ideals, is it worth while to introduce them in America? 

All these considerations lead us to believe that, politically as well as 
ethically, the equal suffrage will not benefit either our country, our 
women, or our race. 

And, lastly, we contend that never in the history of politics has any 
party made such large and varied and overwhelming promises to gain 
votes as has the National Association for Equal Suffrage and the 
Woman's Congressional Union, and that it will take them until the 
miUenium to make good their promises; and therefore their futility is 
apparent; and that until this association can control its own members 
on these and kindred points, it bas not the vital fot·ce to entitle it to 
change our established Constitution b:y any such 'disturbing amend
ment as that pl·oposedl especially at a time in the world's history when 
we need all the stabil ty and responsibility of our form of government 
to meet and stay the upheaval of world powers now trembling in the 
balance. 

If ever our country is to prove the supeliority of her faith, her Gov
ernment, and her ideals, now is the appointed time, and it is not for her 
women, the cradle of her race, to tear down her safeguards, but, rather, 
it is their duty to conserve and strengthen her in "quietness and con
fidence." 

Very respectfully, yours, 
MRS. JOHN R. EMERY, 

President of tlle Morristo10n Branch of the 
New Jersey Association Opposed to Woman Suffrage. 

JA.."'IUA.RY 10, 1915. 

1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman 
from Wisconsin want to speak? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I may haYe only one speaker in closing. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Are you going to giye your 17 

minutes to one speaker? 
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Mr. STAFFORD. I may. One of the speakers I had in mind 
just declined to use the time. 

.1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. Then you have only one speaker 
left? 

.Mr. STAFFORD. I may have two. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, 1: yield eight min

utes to the gentleman from Alabama [l\Ir. HoBsoN]. 
Mr. HOBSON. "Do I understand, l\lr. Speaker, that the gen

tleman from Minnesota [:llr. VoLSTEAD] is going to yield me five 
minutes at the conclusion of the eight? 

1\lr. VOLSTEAD. I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman is recognized for 13 
minutes. 

Mr. HOBSON. Air. Speaker, in my remarks on the merit 
of the rule I ventured to refer to the rights of the States and 
point out what I wish now to renew, that the 'Proposed resolu
tion does not interfere with those rights. It does not impose 
anything upon the State . It simply permits the sisterhood of 
States to put certain limitations both upon the Federal Gov
ernment and upon them elves, and three-quarters of the sister
hood of States have nn inherent fundamental right to that thing. 
To deny them this opportunity is to deny them the most vital 
of aU their reserved right . 

Let me remind my co11eagues, particularly those from the 
South, that this pre cription of the qualifications of"'the fran
chise applies only to the question of sex. It does not inject 
any new problem into the franchi e problems of the States; 
it does not complicate any existing problem in the franchise 
problems of the State. It is a complete fallacy to contend 
that the question of sex, the inhibition of discrimination on ac
count of ex, would involve the race que tion in politics or any 
other complication. The sisterhood of States would leave 
individual tates in full control of questions of the franchise, 
subject only to the provision that whatever the qualifications 
are that a State may pre cribe citizens of the United States 
and citizens of that State shall not be discriminated against 
because of sex. I do not maintain that the franchise is itself 
an inherent right or a natural right, but I do maintain that 
unjustified discriminntion is an inherent wrong. 

If on any reasonable qualification requirement the vote were 
denied women simply a it is denied men I would have no hing 
to say. What are the legitimate qualifications for the exercise 
of this the inherent right of free men? It is not might and 
brute force; it is not physic.al strength. Some have said, be
cause women do not carry arms they should not be allowed to 
vote. I answer, neither do men bear children; why should they 
be allowed to Yote? Is the carrying of arms more vital than the 
bearing of children? 

Show me any function that man renders to society and to the 
State that is more fundamental than woman's function of bear
ing and rearing children and creating and maintaining the 
home. In the last an.alysis the true line of demarcation for 
determining the qualifications for the franchi e is the char
acter. If any gentleman here will demonstrate to me scien
tifically that woman ha on the average a lower standard of 
character than man, I will not advocate the submission of this 
amendment. But there is no gentleman on this floor, however 
materialistic is his philosophy of life, who would dare to make 
such an assertion. On the contrary, it is known of all men, 
it is the uniform experie:tce of criminal jurisprudence, it is 
on the records of our courts everywhere, that woman on the 
whole and on the at"erage h.as a very much higher standard of 
character than man. 

Therefore if either sex should be disqualified from the exer
cise of the franchise on aceourit of sex it should be the male 
sex. and not the female. To discriminate against this citizen 
who has the e highest qualific!ltions is indefensible; it is funda
mentally wrong. 

Next after character comes the qualification of intelligence
educated intelligence. Proofs are overwhelming in the records 
of our schools-of the graduates from our high schools, of the 
teachers- bowing that women are better educated than men. 
Women do not get their mental food daily from the headlines 
of newspapers on crowded cars, as the gentleman from Ohio 
seems to su pect · but those who sell standard books and edit 
standard magazines testify that woman is the reading sex of 
the race instead of man. 

By the test of both intelligence-educated intelligence-and of 
character woman stands with hi <>'her qualifications than man. 
To deny her the right through the ballot to protect herself and 
her home and all that she holds dear because of her sex is 
absolutely indefen ible. I understand why this has been so in 
the past. Gover~ents ha Ye grown out of the military institu-

tions of the past when making war was the chief function of 
the state. .Naturally physical strength to bear arms-brute 
force-was usually the determining factor in government, as in 
war. It is natural, when the institution of suffrage was 
evolved, that it should have been confined to men. But what 
justification can be shown for continuing this relic of barbarism 
into the present and future ages where the destroying principle 
of war is giving way to the conserving, building principle of 
peace, where the test for fitness to survive in men and in 
nations is the capacity and the willingness to cooperate and to 
serve; when the greatest is to be the servant of all? 

If we fail ·to vote for this resolution. we not only ·violate the 
inherent rights of the sisterhood of States, but we violate the 
inherent rights of man, dictated ·by the principle of .immutable 
justice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used eiO'ht minutes. 
Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, in the fiye minutes remaining I 

wish to lay down a fundamental propo ition from which there 
is no escape. The permanent success of free institutions re ts, 
ana can rest, on no other foundation than the average standard 
of character behind the vote. When that average O'ets low in 
the multiplication of degenerate votes the use of money-the 
danger or corruption-becomes increasinO'ly menacing. By the 
use of money and corruption with degenerate votes tyrants have 
overthrown the liberties of Rome and of Greece, and un crupu
lous monopolies are now menacing the liberties of America in 
cities, in E!tates, and in this Nation. They help create the gro~ving 
degenerate vote and then supply the corruption money with 
which to buy those votes and deliver them to politicians and 
political parties that will do their biuding and leave the people 
helpless in their hands. If we should giye the vote to woman, 
we would of nece sity rai e the average standard of character 
and intelli-gence behind the vote and would put this Nation 
and its institutions upon a surer and more solid foundation. 1 
do not overdraw this fundamental proposition when I say that 
in large measure the very perpetuity of our free institutions de
pend upon our taking some such measure as this to rai e the 
average standard of character .behind the vote. 

Mr. Speaker, several times to-day I have been ashamed of my 
sex. Can anyone conceive of women saying such things as 
have been said here to-day apparently with gusto and self-con
gratulation, thin~s that show an utter materialistic view of life, 
where the relatiOn of the sexes was recrarded as one of lust, 
not of the spiritual relationship, of true inspiring love. For 
myself and the majority of my colleagues I wish to repudiate 
this attitude. 1\fan has an immortal soul. It is this spiritual 
part of man that gives dignity to human life above the life 
of the brute. In the differentiation of occupation the women 
in the homes, in the schools. in the churches, in the charities, 
and tender ministries of ·hospitals and philanthropy the women 
of the race have conserved and developed the spiritual nature 
of man. The great weakness of politics and government to-day 
is that they reflect largely, if not exclusively, the motive and 
activities of men who are engaged chiefly in business. I do not 
undervalue the importance of busine~s and indu h·y when I 
say this infiuence in government should be le s exclu ive. The 
great need of our day is to project woman's sphere, woman's 
activities, and woman's influence into government, so that 
questions affecting the home, the protection of the children, and 
the good morals of society would share with busine s the atten
tion of public servants, the efforts and aims of public policy. 

The only real effective way to accomplish this result is to 
give the ballot to woman. The effect on public servants is 
maO'ical. Not two years ago, before equal suffrage was estab
lished in illinois, Members of the illinois delegation in this 
House ·were not inclined to give any consideration even to the 
elemental rights of women their right to police protection 
when J)eaceably parading the streets of Washington being ques
tioned on the floor of this House. To-clay the Illinois delega
tion is so docile it eats salt out of woman·s hand. 

.Mr. Speaker, all government exists to promote the evolution 
and uplift of the Nation and the race. If women bad the bal
lot, it would' broaden her views and activities and make her 
better equipped to be the companion of her hu band. It would 
make her better equipped in heredity to be the mother of men. 
A.t the same time it would project woman's life more aud more 
into the life of her husband, and not only make a better founda
tion for a true home bnt develop more the spiritual side of her 
husband. Our institutions need womau uffrnge. The home 
needs woman suffrage. Woman needs woman suffrage. 1\Ian 
needs woman suffrage. Woman suffrage is now a crying need 
for the evolution of the race. 

I am not a disciple of Swedenborg nor of Darwin, great 
cientist as he was. I certainly do not share the materialistic. 

atheistical philosophy of Robert Ingersoll. I know that nature 
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is not trying to develop a race of physical giants, but a race of · 
noble men, rising higher and ever higher in spiri~ual a~tributes. 
I believe what the Bible says, to be carnally mmded 1S death, 
but to be spiritually minded is life everlasting. 

There is but one real question to ask: Would the giving of 
the ballot to woman tend to lower her average standard of 
character? Would it tend to take her from the home and have 
her no longer the differentiated repos-itory of the spiritual life 
of the race. The testimony from all Members from suffrage 
States is directly to the contrary. I have not yet found any
one who has seen the franchise exercised in any equal-suffrage 
State-I have yet to find one man from a suffrage State, in poli
tics or out who said it tended to lower the character of woman 
to have he~ exercise the ballot~ 

Mr. Speaker, there are really ·no substantial objections to this 
question that are tenable. The passage of this resolution would 
accord to the sisterhood of States the opportunity to exercise 
their most fundamental right to change the organic law; it 
would comply with the Democratic principle of the referendum. 
Granting the ballot to women would render justice to half, and the 
weaker half, of our citizenship; it would strengthen the founda
tion of our free institutions; it would be in accord with and 
advance the political evolution of the age; it would help to solve 
th£• most difficult problems of the day and insure the great re
forms now pending in the land; it would strengthen the home, 
aid in the development of both sexes on higher lines, and would 
advance the eYolution of the race. I would that the friends of 
this great movement could get the necessary two-thirds major
ity here to-day. I fear they will not; but I say to these good 
women and the friends of equal suffrage everywhere, be of good 
cheer. The forces of nature and of nature's God are With you. 
Go forward, and in the end the victory will be yours. [Ap-
plause.] . 

The SPEAKER. In announcing what time was left, a few 
minutes ago, the Chair accidentally left out five minutes belong
ing to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ~IN]. The Chair 
w~shes to make the announcement now, so that there will be no 
mistake about it; and he announces again that the proponents 
of this proposition have the right to close. 

Mr. STAFFORD. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Have the proponents the right to close in 

more than one speech? 
The SPEAKER. No. 
1\Ir. STAFFORD. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 

Minnesota [Mr. 1\IILLER]. 
:Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I find myself to a considerable 

extent in sympathy with the arguments which haYe been pre
sented to-day advocating the right of woman to vote. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I find it impossible for myself to agree that this pro
posed change should be wrought in the Constitution of · the -
United States. This Government. of ours is a government of 
law. The majesty of the law is supreme in the Nation, in the 
State, in the town. It is the concrete result of 1,200 years of 
struggle for free institutions. It is the triumph of liberty, the 
supreme hour of conquest by man over the elements of tyranny 
and subjugation. 

We have a most remarkable scheme of government. There 
are two sovereignties. There is the sovereignty of the United 
States and there is the sovereignty of each of the States. The 
structure of our Government and the spirit of our institUtions 
require that these two sovereignties, each in its appropriate 
sphere, shall be supreme. The law under which our Nation is 
governed springs from the voting population. It is the effectu
ated will and desire, nationally speaking, of the people of our 
country. The law under which the States rule their own 
private and local affairs is the law that comes from the voters 
of tile States. The structure, both Nation wide and State wide, 
rests upon the voting part of the population. Therefore the 
franchise is the ftmdamental fact in our institutional life. He 
who would place a disturbing hand upon the right to vote 
respecting those things that touch our national life touches 
the very heart and soul of the stability of our National Govern
ment and the perpetuity of our national free in titutions. He 
who would lay a disturbing hand upon the franchise exercised 
in State and local matters affects directly the local welfare, the 
local autonomy, the very spirit of the local, free institutions of 
the States. 

Mr. Speaker, I concede for the purpose of this argument that 
if it shall be proposed to amend the Constitution so that we 
shall prescribe who shall have the right to vote for Members 
of this House, the Members of the Senate, or the President of 
the United States, we very properly have the power. so to act. 
Furthermore, we have the right so to act. It is a matter of 

national concern, this .right to vote for national officers. One of . 
the essential attributes of sovereignty is self-preservation. It , 
is a right and a duty of sovereignty to perpetuate its existence. 
Our national sovereignty, our National Government, therefore, 
has a right to specify who shall vote upon national questions, 
and especially who shall vote for national officials. 

But our control nationally should stop there. The law .. , 
making power of the Nation is vested in Congress, restricted 
in its exercise to certain specified classes of legislation. All 
other classes of legislation rest with the lawmaking power 
of the State. All State matters, all local municipal matters, 
including all property taxation, are outside the national .flOWer, · 
and preserved completely to the States. The States, under 
our scheme of dual government, must have the right to deter
mine who shall vote on all local matters. In no other way 
can the State exercise the duties placed upon it by the scheme 
of government under which we live. Local self-government is 
the foundation of free institutions. If you take from the 
State the power to determine who shall vote in local and 
State matters, you take from the State an essential element 
of her sovereignty, you lay a heavy hand upon the foundation 
of her free institutions, and you subvert the very scheme of 
government established by the Constitution. · 

1\Ir. Speaker, I say that when we attempt to specify by a 
Nation-wide law who shall have the right to vote in the States 
for State officers, in the municipalities for municipal officers, for 
the rates and kinds of taxation in local affairs, and for all 
purposes in the local subdivisions of the respective States, we 
are_ violating the spirit of free institutions and definitely dis
turbing the structure of our form of government. 

Mr. MO:NDELL. Mr. Speaker--
Mr. MILLER. I can not yield, for I have not the time. 
1\Ir. 1\IONDELL. I wanted to ask the gentleman if he ex

cepted the fifteenth amendment. 
Mr. MILLER. What did the gentleman Bay? 
Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman declines to yield, and I 

think I have no .right to force him to. 
Mr. MILLER. I think I understood the gentleman to speak 

of the fifteenth amendment. If I have the time, I shall be 
glad to address myself to it. 

Mr. MONDELL. I simply asked the gentleman if he excepts 
the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. MILLER. If I have the time, I will address myself to 
that; but for the present I must continue. The men who 
framed the Constitution under which we live, under which we 
have grown strong, under which we claim we have become the 
greatest people in the world, must have had some elements of 
wisdom. It was framed by onr forefathe1·s. I understand it is 
not exactly fashionable now to follow the wisdom and pay heed 
to the advice of our grandfathers. It has been stated in effect 
by high authority that the wisdom of the present is quite suffi
cient unto itself. But, 1\Ir. Speaker, I am old-fashioned enough 
to be glad for the heritage from our fathers. In all ages the 
present is little more than the accumulation of all the past. 
That is inevitably so in days of progress. 

f'.rherefore I am not ashamed or afraid of the wisdom of our 
grandsires. I am not ashamed of the wisdom of the framers 
of the Constitution. They wrote into that document not the
oretical considerations, such as John Locke wrote into his 
proposed government for Utopia. They gathered, as we have 
heard it said time and again, from the experience of a thousand 
years of human effort, put it into concrete form, and gave it to 
the world as a working Constitution for an enlightened and 
self-governing people. 

Now, this question was befor-e them in 1787. In the Consti
tution they then framed, and under which we have since lived, 
they said we shall leave to the legislatures of the respective 
Stntes to determine how and by whom shall be chosen electors 
of the President of the United States. They said the qualifi
cations of those who shall vote for .Members of the ~ational 
House of Representatives shall be the same qualifications as 
are required of those who vote for the popular branch of the 
State legislature. We recognized the wisdom of that two or 
three years ago when we wrote the same language, almost 
word for word, in the amendment to the Constitution providing 
for the popular election of United States Senators. 

I find, Mr. Speaker, at least I find it to my satisfaction, that 
of all the great and distinguished men whose wisdom and whose 
knowledge illuminated the constitutional conYention that prob
ably the-man who had the clearest mind, the mun who displayed 
the highest constructive statesmanship, the man who wrote 
most into the Constitution that we have wa" James Wilson, of 
Pennsylvania. He was the champion also of popular govern
ment. He was the champion of frEe institutions, and definitely 
labored to shape the structure of government to that end. 
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When there came up the question whether 0r_ not the Members 
of this body, the House of Representatiyes, should be elected by 
the legislatures of the respective States or by the· people of the 
United States Mr. Wilson was the great champion of the people. 

The SPEAKER. The time of ·the gentlemm has expired. 
Mr: STAFFORD. I yield. to ~the gentleman five minutes mor:c. 

· M1·. MILLER. In the great argument which he presented m 
behalf of popular election by the people he used this language, 
as recorded. by Madison : 

Mr. Wilson contended strenuously for drawing the most numerous 
branch of the legislature immediately from the people. He was for 
raising .the Federal pyramid to a considerable altitude, and for that 
reason wished to give it as broad a basis as possible. No government 
can long su'l.>sist without the confidence of the peo~le. In a republican 
government this confidence was peculiarly essentia •. 

Those are immortal words, as immortal as the principle. of 
free institutions. 1\Ir. Wilson was the moYing spirit of the sub
committee that finally drafted the Constitution. When this 
paragraph was brought before the conyention for consideratio-n 
the question at once arose ns to the qualifications of those who 
should vote for the Members of the House of Representatives. 
There were many compromises in the Constitation, because there 
were many, often radically, divergent views. 

But upon this point there is no compromise, because there 
were ·no divergent views. The gentlemen from Massachru;etts 
joined hands with the gentlemen from South Carolina, the 
delegates of all the States united in saying that we should leave 
to the respective States the absolute power to decide who in 
those States should be the electors. Note well that these wise 
fathers of ours were unanimous in the opinion that the States 
should decide as to the qualifications of voters on all State and 
local matters, and also the qualifications for voters on national 
matters, and in the election of national officers, merely specify
ing that anyone :who votes in the State for members of the State 
legislature shall have a right to vote for a Member of Congress, 
and only such. When this important paragraph was reached in 
the convention Mr. Wilson said: · 

This part of the report was well considered by the · committee. We 
did not think it could be changed for the better. It was difficult to 
form any uniform rule of qualifications for all of the States. 

Unnecessary innovations, he thought, too, should be avoided. 
It would be Yery hard and disagreeable for the same persons at 
the same time to Yote for representatives in the State legisla
·ture. and to be excluded from a vote for those in the National 
Legislature. 

That language and that wisdom was all-sufficient with the 
framers of the Constitution. 

This proposed amendment, Mr. Speaker, must be designed as 
a strong arm to force woman ~uffrage into States that are op
posed to it. Its advocates frankly say so. I say that is un
democratic, unrepublican, contrary to the Yital spirit pf our free 
institutions. It is easy to ask a short cut when we are im
patient of proceeding in a legal and orderly way, but the forces 
of human progress are the forces , of evolution, and under the 
great guiding hand of Providence they are necessarily, as they 
ought to be, slow that they may be right. 

If I were at this hour a member of a State legislature and it 
was proposed to submit to my State the right to vote upon this 
question, I would vote for it because I believe the people of 
every State ought to have the right to decide whether the 
franchise shall be extended to women ; but, Mr. Speaker, this 
does not even propo~ that the people of the States shall have 
a right to vote- upon it. It is a short cut that will cut out and 
preYent a popular expression of the will of the people. [Ap-
plause.] · 

Such a deep, radical, revolutionary change as this can never 
be successful or permanent unless adopted by an affirmative 
vote of the people. This amendment, should it carry, would go 
to the State legislatures, to be voted upon by these organiza
tions. It would never be submitted to or accepted by the people. 
I am sb:ongly of the opinion that each State should settle this 
question for itself; that a campaign should be waged in the 
State, on·e in which the women opposed to woman suffrage will 
be heard on eYen terms with those who advocate it, and a fair 
expression of the will of the people ascertained. 

Those advocating this short-cut procedure should pause to 
reflect. Supposing this amendment \vas proposed by the Con
gress and ratified by three-fourths of the States. It just hap
pens that on this question those States which surely would not 
ratify, though only 11 in number, nevertheless contain more 
than one-half our population. Some of these States doubtless 
would acquie.5ce; others would resent it bitterly. Woman suf
frage would be extended to one-half, or_ a large part, of our 
population by the instrumentality of force. By the use of 
force resistance to the change would .be intensified. You can 
qften lead wlien it is fatal to try to driv'e. The use of foi'ce 

to extend the franchise is not the operation of free institutions 
but the activity of tyranny, and should never be attempted in d 
GoYernment like ours. 

The gentleman from Wyoming mentioned the fifteenth amend
ment. An unfortunate suggestion on his part. In all our his
tory the only insta~ce where we have in the least departed 
from our scheme of government and the rule laid down in the 
Constitution is when we adopted the fifteenth amendment. Mr. 
Speaker, the one part of our Constitution and amendments 
thereto, and the only part, that is an absolute failure and of no 
force and effect is the fifteenth amendment. It failed and it 
was certain to fail, because it did not express the mind and 
sense of the people among whom it was to be enforced. I 
believe the negro should be allowed to vote, but all the world 
knows the negro does not vote in the South, though the fif
teenth amendment has been adopted for more than 50 years. 
Our experience there should give us pause here. Law must 
come from the people; it can not be superimposed upon the 
people and our free institutions be preserved. Any law to be 
of value or to long endure must be a concrete expression of the 
mind and sense of the people. As th·e voting privilege is the 
most vital of all State and National matters, so it must con
form to the desires of the people among whom it is to be em
ployed. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. . 

l\lr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 1\fr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. SABATH]. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, having some time ago expressed 
myself as in favor of this pending resolution, a question has been 
propounded to me as to how I can reconcile my action in voting 
for this resolution with my action in voting against the Hobson 
prohibition resolution. My answer has been and is that I voted 
against the Hobson resolution because it tended to deprive the 

· people of personal liberty, a .right granted to them by the Con
stitution of the United States. Contrary to the Hobson resolu
tion, this resolution which we are now considering tends to 
extend _personal and political Uberty and giYe to one-half of the 
population of the Unite9 States a right and a privilege to which, 
in my opinion, that half of our citizenship is entitled, and which 
up to the present time has been denied them. 

For that reason I sJiall vote, as I ha\'e stated, in favor of this 
resolution. As a Democrat who believes in progressive leaisla
tion, I deem it my duty and my party's duty to stand for': vro
gressive legislation. My State has already granted partial suf
frage to women, and I shall follow the dictum of the law of 
my State. . 

The ;Democratic Party has been successful in the last two cam
paigns because the people of the country believe that our party 
has given them the progressive legislation they demanded. I 
believe that it would be unwise for us to refuse to continue this 
policy in the present instance. 

Mr. Speaker, when the woman-suffrage bill received a major
ity of the Yotes in the house of the _Illinois State Legislature 
the people of illinois were surprised; when the majority of the 
Yotes cast in the senate were in favor of that law, the people 
were amazed; and when the Democratic governor of the State. 
affixed his signature to the bill, making it a law, giving equal 
suffrage to the women of illinois, they were alarmed. 

Notwithstanding the fact that from a political point of view 
a great many Democrats questioned the wisdom of this legis
lation, in the State of illinois it is now admitted that the }Jarty 
has not suffered. The fears which were in the hearts of many 
that the young but energetic Bull Moose Party would be greatly 
benefited and would receive the votes of the women of Illinois 
were groundless and did not materialize. The majority of the 
women demonstrated their appreciation and remained loyal to 
the Democratic Party which secured for them th.is privilege in 
our State. I feel satisfied that the experience of Dlinois, and 
particularly of the city of Chicago, will be that of other States. 

Among the arguments originally adyanced against the exten
sion of suffrage to women was that the majority of the women 
did not want the ballot; that they were not asking for suffrage; 
and that if it were given to them only a few would avail them
selves · of the privilege. These contentions have been shown to 
be erroneous, for in the city of Chicago over 200,000 women 
registered in the .first registration and nearly 160,000 voted in 
the first election. I wish to assure the House that the votes of 
these women were carefully and judicially cast, and as intelli
gently as those cast by the male voters. 

I am free to admit that I was doubtful of the wi dom of this 
legislation, but whatever doubt existed in my mind has been 
wiped out by the two primaries and elections held in our State 
since women were granted the right of suffrage. In several of 
the local wards where women were ·candidates ngainst men for,;_ 
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the posftiim of alderman . the women voters cast more votes for 
the men than for the women candidates. Similarly, in Colorado 
and other States a large majority of the women, contrary to 
predictions, voted against prohibition, thus demonsb.·ating their 
broad and liberal views. .I have the utmost confidence, in the 
light of recent experiences, that they will continue to assist in 
the election ·of tho e men to office who are best fitted and most 
deserving, and will support and work for legislation which is 
for the best interests of the masses and the Nation. 

Notwithstanding the fact that it is six weeks before the com
hig primary election to select a mayor for the city of Chicago, 
the women are now preparing to take an active part in that 
primary, and the reports I am receiving satisfy me that they 
are appreciathe of him who bas aided their cause and who for 
years has recognized them by appointing them to important 
positions in the city-the great five-time mayor of Chicago, 
Cartel' H. Harrison 

I have a letter from him on this subject which is worthy of 
careful consideration and which I shall read as a part of my 
remarks: 

Hon. A. J . SADATH, 

"MAYOR'S OFFICE, 
City of Chicago, Januartl 7, 1915. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. a. 
FnrE~D SABATH: I feel that you are well acqualntl!d with my views 

on the question of granting equal suffrage to wru::ien, and sincerely 
hope that you will aid in whatever way you can to further the cause. 

The experiences of our great city have shown clearly that the women 
are desirous of being given the right of suffrage, and that when it is 
given them they will ably take advantage' of the opportunity. 

I will personally appreciate whatever you do, and your vote in favor 
of this resolution will mean approval of my stand and that of the 
majority of the thinking people of oUL' city. 

With kindest personal regards, I am, • 
Sincerely, yours, CARTER H. HARRiso~. 

Mr. Speaker, many a man in public life has questioned his 
wi dom in appointing women to important positions, but in every 
instance the women so placed, whether in the office of the 
superintendent of public schools or as members of the bo:ud 
of education, whether as head of the new department of public 
welfare or as policewomen, have demonstrated their capacity 
to perform any public duty assigned to them not only with credit 
to themselves but with benefit to the community. · 

I believe that the good -and public-spirited women of Chicago 
will demonstrate to the country at large that they appreciate the 
recognition which l\Iayor Harrison has given them by casting 
their Yotes for him not only in the primary but also in the 
election. The old accusation that they can be easily led and 
misled will be disproved beyond any-doubt in our city. 

Mr. Speaker, as experience is the best teacher, I have laid 
these facts before the House and hope that what I haYe said 
will demonstrate that woman suffrage is not only just but expe
dient. In a democracy in which the people are supposed to 
govern themselves the ballot is the direct method of self
expression. A goYernment which denies expression to one-half 
of the people can not be termed a democracy. 

The claim that suffrage is an integral part of democracy is 
based on the argument of Jefferson that the whole community 
goYerned. Fitness is not a test for suffrage. American democ
racy is not based upon the assumption that individuals are wise 
o_r virtuous, but upon the idea that two heads are better than 
one; that the whole is greater than any of its parts; that the 
'\\hole community is wiser than a part of the community. 

This is a day of progress. A democracy can not progress 
unless its people are growing in intelligence and moral force. 
Wby do my colleagues desire to block the path of development 
of one-half of the citizenship of the United States? 

In conclusion I wish to quote Justice David J. Brewer, of 
the United States Supreme Court: 

The real question is a practical one. How does woman suffrage 
work when tried? In this Nation nine States-Colorado Utah, Wyo
ming, Idn.ho, California, Washington, Kansas, Arizona, and Oregon, and 
the Terrlory of Alaska-have granted full suffrage, and in at least the 
first six of them it bas been in existence long enough for substantial 
results. 

One thing is true of all-there has been no organized effort to repeal 
the grant. Whatever may be isolated opinions, the general mass of the 
voters are satis1ied. Indeed, few have expressed antagonistic views. 
Il the citizens of these States find nothing objectionable in woman 
sufi'rage1 a natural conclusion is that-no injury has resulted. Especially 
is this true when the declarations of its friends in its favor are many 
and strong. 

The change in the position of women in the past 50 years must be 
noticed. Then the only vocations open to her were teaching and sew
ing. But within the last half century she has entered into active out
door life and is no longer a necessary home body. Not that home bas 
lost its charms or that it will ever cease to be the place which she 
most loves and where she reigns supreme, but choice or necessity has 
driven her into varied pursuits, many of them calling for familiarity 
with public alfairs and executive ability. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle
man from Montana [Mr. EvANs]. · 

-

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, in the time allotted to me, of 
course it is impossible for me to make an argument upon this 
question. I am for this resolution, and yet I haYe very great 
respect for the opinions of those who believe that the matter 
should be controlled by the States; but I can not agree with 
those wl;lo have suggested that the good women of this country
have not the qualifications to cast the ballot. I recall that 
years ago my people crossed the plains. Dri Yen by the fates of 
war, we crossed the plains in a 90-day trip. I was only a 
child, but I have heard the story so often from my mother's 
knee about the hardships the women endured at that time that 
I can not concede to any man the right to say that the women 
who endured the hardships that they did in this country, that 
the women who bear the burdens that they do in this country, 
who have the qualifications to raise the men who are the yoters 
in this country, are · not as well qualified as you or I or any 
other man to cast the ballot in this country. It is my judg
ment, Mr. Speaker, that the women of this country baYe a 
keener sense of morality, a more vital sense· of sentimentality. 
In my judgment they will purify the politics of this country, 
and they will carry sentimen: to the polls more than men ; and, 
sir, every act of men's liYes is born of sentiment No good, pru·e 
act is done by man or woman which is not guided by sentiment, 
and women in most of the States, or some of the States at least, 
vote in the school matters; they take part in the election of 
school trustees; they direct the building of schoolhouses. If 
they can do that, and raise the young and raise men, then 
they are qualified to cast a vote upon any ques~on that may 
arise before the American people. [Applause.] 

Suffrage, 1\lr. Chairman, depends fundamentally upon the 
fact that the individual members of the human racp were 
created free and equal and that the consent of the governed 
is the essential requisite in any republican form of goYernment .. 

Our constitutions are "man made," but before the Constitu
tion of the United States or of any State of the Union became 
effective it was submitted to the people for ratification. In 
most instances the question of ratification was left to only 
half of the people-that is, the male portion of the Union or of 
the State. In other words, the Constitution itself granted a 
privi~ege to a limited portion of the population to exercise the 
right of franchise. If, with the formation of this GoYernment 
or the formation of the government of any of the Stat,es, this 
privilege had been granted to the women of the community~ I 
think none would doubt that they had both the legal and a · 
moral right to exercise the right of franchise. -

I quite agree that the right to vote is solely a " privilege," 
and the proponents of this measure are here to-day asking that 
the privilege conferred upon the male portion of the human 
race, so far as this country is concerned, exercised since the 
fQunding of this Goyernment, shall be extended likewise to the 
woman. 

As I view the matter, the women have a fundamental moral 
right to vote, but they have not the legal right, and the only 
reason they have not that legal right is because our Constitu
tion and laws have been made by. the other half of the popula
tion, nnd they baye been too selfish to permlt the enactment into 
law of the privilege ot the franchising of women. 

I grant you there is much difference of opinion upon this 
important and public question a.nd that there is much public 
sentiment held by men and women who maintain the position 
that women should not vote. Yet I maintain that the woman 
has as much absolute fundamental right as a man when it 
comes to a question of exercising this privilege. Not only. 
that, Mr. Speaker, I indulge the belief that the politics of this 
country would be very much improved and purified if that half 
of our population, which we all admit surpass in virtue, in 
purity of thought and action, and in moral standards. were 
permitted to vote. 

The question of how women would vote should not enter 
into thi_s discussion nor warp any man's judgment 'l'he whole 
question is a question of "moral right." When a man is quali~ 
fied under the law to vote he is permitted to vote as he pleases 
and we throw around him every possible safeguard to prevent 
any interference with him in the exercise of that high privilege. 
His vote is his own, and when he uses it in good faith his yote 
is right because the law makes him the-sole judge-on the ques
tion. I grant you that his vote may not be cast in the interests 
of the public welfare or for that individual best qualified or 
equipped to hold the office for whom he votes, but he still has 
the right to cast that vote as he pleases. In my judgment, 
the female portion of our country have essentially the same 
qualifications as the male and are in all respects the same 
except in sex, and yet we deny to them the right to ".xercise 
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this high privilege. As I suggested, our laws are men-made. 
We have thus tar denied her this privilege, and under the law 
we have the power to continue to deny it, and we ·stand here 
to-day exercising the "privilege" which our forefathers g~ve 
to us, that of making the laws and of continuing to make them 
in such manner and fashion as to deny those equally qualified 
with ourselves a like privilege with ourselves. We say, in 
effect, to the women of this country, you shill be governed by 
the laws we make. You may own, buy, and sell real estate, 
do business in the commercial world, make contracts, collect 
wages, enter into marriage relations, raise your cliildren, help 
pay the taxes, and generally bear your share of the burdens of 
the Government, be amenable to the laws of the land, but you 
sliall have no voice or vote in the determination of what the 
laws shall be. Such a situation is simply the doctrine of force. 
I can see no other explanation, no logical reason for it or sense 
to it, except" as suggested that the men of the country have the 
power and hesitate to divide that power with the women . . 

This great movement for woman suffrage convinces me 
that civilization is advancing ·and that it can be only ·a com
paratively short time until universal suffrage will be recog
Iiized by all the leading nations of the earth. It is simply a 
part of the continual and eternal march of progress of the 
human ra~e toward a genuine democracy. The present civiliza
tion can not, and will not, much longer permit the physically 
stronger half of the human race to ignore the plain rights of 
the weaker halt. If has been very well m-id upon the floor 
of the House : 

The disfranchisement of woman is a brutal usurpation of power, a 
relic of primitive barbarity, when might made right, which has become 
unworthy of chivalrous modern manhood. 

It is claimed that many women do not want the ballot and 
would not vote if the opportunity presented itself. Of course 
until this privilege is extended and the result determined by 
experience no man can justifiably say just what proportion of 
the women of the country desire the ballot or would exercise 
the right if conferred upon them. But assuming that a con
siderable portion of the women should not exercise the privilege, 
I still answer that right and justice can not be estimated in num
bers, and if any of the women desire the ballot and are funda
mentally entitled to it, then it should not be denied to them. 
And in our form of government all people qualifi~d QY character 
and intelligence should be permitted to use the privilege. 

At the recent election in my State 40,000 registered voters 
failed to exercise that high privilege. And yet would anyone 
argue that because of the failure of practically one-third of the 
qualified electors to take advantage of the privilege that he 
or they or any portion of the now qualified electors should be 
deprived of the right of franchise? 

It has been suggested that women who vote should be com
pelled to bear arms or do police duty or render other similar 
service to the country; but you will admit that many men are 
accorded the right of franchise who are incapable of bearing 
arms or do police duty. And when it comes to war, I think you 
will agree with me that no portion of our people bear a greater 
burden than do the women. , When the fi_ghting men are at the 
front or in the trenches the women are tlmding the stock, rais
ing the crops, paying the taxes, rearing and educating the 
children, furnishing them food, powder, and shell; and yet we 
deny to them the right to · have any voice in saying when war 
shall be declared. 

In my State we are mining copper and coal, and every day 
thousands of men take their lives in their own hands and go 
into the bowels of the earth to dig out its treasures. And every 
year, every month, and almost every day we see some of thel?e 
men brought to the surface a corpse-the son of some good 
woman, the brother of some good woman, the husband of some 
good woman. And yet we deny to any of the e women the right 
to have a voice in the making of the laws that might have pro
tected the lives of these unfortunates. 

It has been suggested that equal suffrage would increase the 
number of electors who are poorly qualified mentally to exer
cise this right. In answer I wish to say that more girls than 
boys attend the public schools and, in n1y judgment, are as w-ell 
educated as men, and the statistics show that of the criminals 
of the country only one of every twenty is a woman. And I 
think that everyone will admit that if the women of the coun
try had a voice in the making of the laws they would take as 
much interest and exercise as wholesome an interest in the en
forcement of the law as does the man. To those who believe 
that the woman's social sphere is in her home I am in perfect 
accord, and yet I indulge the belief that the few hours devoted 
to the casting of the hallot would not deprive the home of the 
presence of the woman to any material extent. And with the 

'influence and exercise of that ballot the home would be very. 
,much bett~r protected. [Applause.] 

The 1910 ceusus report shows that over 8 000 000 women in 
this country are now engaged in gainful pnrs~its: A large per
centage of these women are not only dependent upon themselves 
but have others dependent upon them. They go out and com
pete with the worl_d for their daily bread, and it seems incom
prehensible that they sho~ld not have a v9ice in the making of 
the laws and the ~hoosing of the public servants and the ex
penditure of the public fund. 

Some one on "this .floor has spoken in derision of the emanci
pated women; and why, I ask, should not all the women of the 
land be emancipated? No one_ will deny that they now enjoy 
many more rights and privileg~s than they did in the day of 
our fo:efathers. Why not make the emancipation complete, 
an.d th1s talk of em~ncipated women would then disappear in 
this :;tnd all other ~Iscussions? Except on the one question
the right of franchise-she has already been emancipated and 
that. one right is deni~d to her not because of any physic~ I in
firilllty, because, as heretofore suggested, she performs many 
of !Jle arduous physical duties of her brother. Surely it is not 
because of mental weakness, because in the schools and col
leges she competes with and wins equally high honors with her 
brother. Surely not because of lack of moral character. No 
one, however much he be opposed to this resolution, would make 
tpat suggestion. Every man, I think, within the sound of my 
voice ~ll admit t.p.at she possesses at least an equal share of 
morality, and many of us freely admit she possesses much more. 
Surely it can not be because of lack of patriotism. The history 
of the land is full of evidence of her heroic self-sacrifice not 
only in times of war but in times of peace. We do not r~lieve 
her from any burdens of taxation; we do not relieve her from 
burdens for any violation of the law, for her punishment is the 
same as that of men. 

Now, if she possesses the qualifications above stated whv I 
ask you in all candor, should she not be accorded the rl~ht 
to vote? And the only answer is that she is a woman· that 
she differs from us in sex. Is there any reason why sex 
should be a barrier against voting. It is not a barrier against 
conducting a business, or managing a farm, or editing a paper, 
or writing a book, or clerking in a store, or teaching in schools 
or practicing medicine, or following the profession of the law' 
or working in a factory. We do not consider the question of 
sex when we impose a tax or inflict a legal punishment or 
build schoolhouses for the education of the young. And if all 
these things be so, why not make intelligence rather than sex 
the test of citizenship? Why not make intelligence and moral
ity and civic virtue a standard of excellence in this country? 
And when you do you must of necessity accord to women at 
least an equal privilege with the men. 

Eleven States of the Union have already granted its women 
full suffrage. A partial right in this direction has been granted 
in about 20 of the others. It will be recalled that less than S'O 
years ago not a State in the Union accorded this privilege to 
this part of its population. The progress thus shown is noth
ing short .of remarkable and must have some foundation other 
than that of maudlin sentiment. It is based upon developing 
reason and conscience, upon the principle of right and justice 
and an awakening civic righteousness. It is growing and will 
continue to grow, and the man who stands in the way will 
sooner or later find himself standing alone. 

I realize that there is ever present the temptation to engage 
in the recital of the achievements of the women in the different 
lines of endeavor to prove and justify her right to the ballot. 
Time will not permit me to partake in any such recital. The 
whole history of our country and of the world will furnish a 
rich record of information of the part woman has played in 
the government and the affairs of men. From the very earliest 
days of our civilization down to this moment she has played an 
active and often controlling part in both the dome tic and gov
ernmental affairs of nations. Statesmen have paid homage to 
her ability and power. Authors, poets, and sculptors have done 
likewise. Every succeeding period of the world's history has 
been marked by her achievements and recorded in poetry, art, 
and literature. There is no field of human endeavor, however 
humble or exalted, in which she_ has not played her part and 
influenced the history of the time. All the world recognizes 
that she is potential in molding public opinion, instilling the 
principles of good citizenship into the youth, husbands, and 
fathers of the land; that in all charitable, philanthropical, and 
humanitarian works she is always in the lead. 

It has been suggested that in the equal suffrage States no im
provement is perceptible in its politics or its policies. This may 
be an accurate statement of facts; but, on the other hand, I chal
lenge any opponent of this resolution to point to a State where 
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equal_suffrage exists and prove that its policies or politics have 
in any manner retrograded since women were dothed with the 
right to -rote. It may be only a coincidence, but it iS my observa
tion tha_t tl!ose influences largely inimical to clean politics have 
been universally found opposed ·to woman suffrage. Those 
interests that desire for their own selfish ends to control polit
ical conventions and elections-to name the men who shall 
execute the law-are almost invariably opposed to equal suf
frage. 
. For my part, I am not afraid that politics will be polluted by 
the participation c.f women, nor am I afraid that the good 
women of this country will be polluted by their participation. 
On the other hand, I am morally certain that the women will 
preserre their own high standard and that they will have a 
tendency to raise the standard of our politics and politicians 
and the men chosen to make and enforce the laws. 
· As I said in the beginning, I have -very great respect for those 
who maintain that this is a State question, and I would per
sonally prefer that the matter be left to the States, and I main
tain that in the submission of this constitutional amendment it 
is being largely left to the States, because three-fourths ·of the 
.States themselres must ratify the amendment before it becomes 
effectiYe. This amendment does not confer the franchise upon 
the women. It only submits the matter to the several States, 
that they, in turn, may say whether or not they desire its rati
fication. 

For these reasons I feel myself impelled to vote for the reso
.lution. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAZARO. .Mr. Speaker, I voted with the majority of the 
·Democrats of this House in caucus against this proposed amend
·ment to the Federal. Constitution giving the women the right to 
·vote, and I shall vote against it on the floor of the House here 
to-day. I do so because I consider this question a State and 
·not a Federal question. The Democratic Party bas always 
stood for the right of the States to control suffrage, and I do 
not see any good reason why we should be asked to reverse our
selres on this fundamental principle of local government and 
·home rule. I would not under any circumstances -rote to take 
that right away from my State and surrender it to the Federal 
·GoYernment, nor would I want to attempt to dictate to any 
other State in what manner they shall control their suffrage. If 
tbe women of Louisiana want the right to vote, let them appeal 
to tlle legislature for an amendment and submit it to the people 
·of Louisiana, and let us not take this privilege away from the 
·wcrnen of any other State of this Union. 

TI"e have had our experience with the Federal Government 
b€'fore, when the negro man was given the right to vote, and I 
·do not think that my people would want to take chances with a 
·ru€'a ure of· this kind which would reopen the old sore and com
]Jel us to assume the burden of eliminating the negro woman's 
yote. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentle-
men on the other side if they will consume some time? 

1\lr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, how many speeches remain? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I have only one. 
1\lr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have two minutes 

remaining. 
· The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
WEBB] has two minutes, the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
.TAYLOR] five minutes, the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoN
DELL] three minutes, and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
STAFFORD] two minutes. 
. Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the arguments that have 
been advanced to-day in favor of this resolution are argu
ments that should be submitted to the voters and the electors 
of the States for their consideration in determining the feasi
bility of adopting woman suffrage in the States. No argu
ment hn.s been advanced to show why this should be a na
tional question. No reason has been advanced here to show 
wherein the rights of the States having woman suffrage 
are inraded, but there have been strong arguments ad
vanced why this power should not be exercised nationally. 
There is a citizenship of the State and a citizenship of the 
Union. I believ~ in a Federal Union of self-governing States, 
and believi.J;lg so is my reason for opposing this resolution. 

I would _ not dissent from allowing women alone to have 
exclusive mal_lagement of th.e schools, . but adopt this amend
ment and you f9rbid the States to delegate to women alone the 
right to run the schools of the country. You prevent the States 
from determining who shall be qualified electors to vote for 
medical and health officers or other special officials. Under 
this amendment you must grant to women and to men alike 
the same privilege. _ 

LII-94 

No amendment in the history of the country has been sub
mitted for ratification without a strong sentiment throughout 
the country demanding action. Every amendment that has 
been proposed has been adopted within two years after its 
submission-most of them within a year, save the elerenth 
amendment, which required three years, and yet with only 11 
States having adopted universal woman suffrage. the proponents 
come here and say that we should dangle this proposition in 
the air to be used as a football in national politics, to over
cloud other issues, State and National, until perchance three
fourths of the legislatures ratify it. Until the proponents can 
show that the rights of the States are infringed by withholding 
this amendment, until they can advance. some reason for it be
ing considered nationally, the old idea of State sovereignty, 
so far as the suffrage is concerned, should remain unimpaired. 
[Applause.] 

Mr . .MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. lliNN]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois is recognized 
for three minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if this amendment should become 
a part of the Constitution of the United States it is in effect 
self-enforcing, and in that respect different from the prohibi
tion amendment -upon which we recently voted. The Commit
tee on Rules, supported by a vote of the House, has thought it 
wise to submit to this body the pending resolution in orrler 
that this body may express itself upon that resolution. The 
same reasoning ought to cause this_ body to ]Jass the question 
on to the States, because submitting it here were an idle cere
mony. No vote that we take here settles it as a part of the 
Constitution, and if there were reason for the Committee on 
Rules to bring the matter before the House· and for the House 
to take it under consideration, then there is that strong€'r 
reason for letting the only bodies which can determine it de
termine it in the constitutional method. 

Nearly every gentleman who has spoken against the resolu
tion has asserted that the women of the country did not desire 
the voting privilege. Ah, if that be true, there is no danger in 
submitting the question to a -rote in the States. Three-fourths 
of the States must ratify the amendment before it becomes a 
part of the Constitution, and it will not be ratified by any 
State until the men of the State believe that the women of the 
State want the privilege. [Applause.] Every man knows how 
one or more women think upon this subject. I have always · 
maintained that when the women wanted the right to ,·ote the 
men would grant the privilege. It will not be granted unless 
the women want it. Let us give them a chance. [Applause.] 

Mr. VAUGHAN. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Texas rise? 
Mr. VAUGHA.l~. To offer an amendment. 
The SPEAKER. This is not the proper time. 
Mr. WEBB. 1\fr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my time 

to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. FIELDS]. 
Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the resolution 

under consideration and shall vote against it, not because of a 
lack of confidence in American womanhood on my part, for no 
man on the floor of this House or elsewhere has a higher regard 
for the womanhood of this country than I have. I do not agree 
with statements that have been made here to-day that. women 
are not capable of self-government and that their participation 
in politics would lower the standard of womanhood. I be
lieve that my wife, my mother, and my sister..: are as capable 
of self-government as I am, and I believe that if they ~rere 
ghen the ballot and should exercise it that they would main
tain on the political field and in the booth that high standard 
of womanhood which characterizes their everyday life in their 
homes and social circles, and that this standard would be · 
maintained by all good women. 

But, Mr. ,Speaker, I do not believe it to be my duty to force 
that responsibility which necessarily goes with the elective 
franchise upon them and upon a majority of the women of 
this country against their will. I was taught when a school
boy that with every right there is a corresponding duty, which 
I have found to be true in every respect. If we give to woman 
the right of the ballot, it will be her duty to exercise that 
right, and I am of the opinion that the great majority of the 
mothers of America do not want to spend their time, their 
thought, and their energy in the exercise of that duty, but that 
they believe that they have more important duties to perform, 
the performance of which will be of more comfort to them, more 
value to the country, and a greater blessing to humanity than 
their participation in politics; and so long as they entertain 
that belief they will not vote if given an opportunity to do so. 



1480 CONGRESSIONAL RECORl)-liOUSE'. 

It is true, of cour e, that c~rtain classes, or a certain per 
cent of the women of every State, would yote if permitted to 
do so. But let us anaiy·ze the proposition, and see what class 
or' what per cent of the women are demanding the franchi e 
and would exercise it; and I desire to say here that this 
analysis shall be made in a spirit of absolute fairness and that 
my remarks shall be conducted in the same spirit. Let us see, 
first, who is behind this agitation. Is it a majority of the good 
women of the country? EYery man here kn<>ws that it is not. 
Howe\er, in fairne to the proponents of this resolution, and 
in justice to the truth, I will say that many of those advocating 
equal snffrage are among the best women of the country, but 
conetih1te only a small per cent · of that class; a majority, 
and a very large majority, of the better element of women 
being oppo ed to it.. who would not vote if giv-en an opportunity. 
On the other trrind, the infetior element of the white women, 
and a gre'lt majotity of the colored women, · throughout the 
length and breadth of the land would Yote if permitted to do so. 
Then what condition would arise? Would the standard of the 
electorate be rai ed? No; it would be lowered. What would 

· be the re ult in the great centers of population with the ballot 
placed in the hands of women, with the large maj<>rity of the 
b tter element of them failing to exercise it, and the inferior 
element grasping every opportunity to exercise it? 

Ah, llr. Speaker, that question answers itself. Under co:J.di
tions of thnt character the candidate for office who is most 
popular in the colored wards or the greatest chieftain of the 
red-light districts would in many instances be the winning can
did, te. It would mean, in short, the lowering of political stand
ards, the encouraging of corrupt politics, corrupt elections, and 
corrupt and immoral officials. all of which our country East, 
West, Xorth. and South is fighting to prevent. 

I am not laying this charge at the threshold of genuine 
AmeJ·ican womanhood. But I do lfly it at the door of a majority 
of those who at this time and, in my opinion, for generations t6 
C<>me would be the dominant element of their sex in politics or 
tlle exercise of the franchise. I am not casting any reflection 
upon true womanhood, and trust that I may not be so under
stood. I give to the good won:en of my country every credit 
.nnd every compliment that it is pos ible for man · to give to 
them. They show great skill and ability in the promotion of 
education. Some of the greatest educators of the world are 
women. Many of them are to-day serving in the capacity of 

· State or county superintendent of public instructions with 
marked ability. Some five or six women are serving and have 
sel·~·ed as county superintendent of schools in the district which 
I represent. and their efforts and achievements have not been 
excelled by men in the same capacity. The campaign against 
adnlt illiteracy was lannched in my State and my district by a 
woman. and was conducted by her with such marked success 
that the le~slature of the State created an illiteracy commis
sion. of which she was made president; and the work of that 
commiRsion under her supervision is to-day attracting nation-wide 
attention. But the. e women and others like them thro ·ghout the 
lrmd ha"Ve not performed their noble work and achieved-their high 
idenls by the use of the ballot, but they ha\e done so by their 
intelligence and the proper exercise of their God-given influence 
O\er men, and their ability to lead in· woman's natural sphere. 

... Ir. Speaker, I know that the good women contribute more 
to the moral uplift of the-country than men; I know that they 
do more toward the purification of society than men; I know 
that they do more for the upbuilding and maintenance o~ the 
church than men; I know that they exert a refining influence 
O\er men where,·er they come in contact with them; I know 
thnt the good mothers of our land have done more for humanity 
tlum ha\e all the inqividual efforts and moral and civic insti
tutions of men combined. Ah, yes, they have played their part 
in the truggles of State, and have played it without the ballot 
They h:we played their part in the prosecution of war, and have 
pl:1s·ed it without the sword. The mother wbo bore the states
nw.u nnd directed his youthful feet in the paths of rectitude 
p ayed a grenter part in the affairs of State than the sop who 
drafted the In ws for his and her protection. The mother who 
bore the on and ga\e him the strength to go to the battl~ field, 
and prnyed God, ·as she sent him forward, to give him courage 
to fi!!ht and to die, if need be, in defense of that which he be
lleYed to be right. played a greater part in war than the son 
who bore the saber. She has played her part in society arid State, 
and has played it well. ·She bas directect her energies in the 
right com· ~e as God bas decreed that she should, and bas not ex
erted them in vain. And, lir. Speaker, if that type of woman
hood, if that class of women, should come to the belief that 
they could better serve humanity with the franchise than they 
ha\e without it nnd should ask for the· b"allot, I would want to 
be first to say give it to them. Yes, in the name of justice, 

gratitude, and honesty give it to them without delay. But th~y 
ha-re not reached that conclusion. They have not made that 
request. Tlley still belieTe that theY'can better perform -that 
hicrb function of· motherhood, which outshines the most glitter
ing gems of statesmanship, by and through the methods em
ployed by- them since the birth of humanity, namely, woman's 
influence and mother's lo-re. · . 

Mr. Speaker, I do not contend that th~re are no mothers, 
no true wives, nor no pure women advocating woman suffrage. 
A charge of that kind would be unkind, ungentlemanly, and 
untrue. There are good women behind this mo\ement, but they 
are hopelessly in the minority when compared with the num
bers against it who do not want the ballot, nnd who would not 
exercise it if they had it; who do not want to as ume political 
responsibilities, because they have greater responsibilities; who 
ha-re no political ambitions, because they ha-re greater, hi.,.her, 
and nobler ideals. And so long as that great and o-rerwhe1m
ing majotity of women do not want the ballot, I for one shall 
not accede to the demands of a small minority; far, as I have 
prenously stated, the right of the ballot carrie with it the duty 
to exercise it; and should I vote to give to woman the ballot, 
I would then feel it my duty as a citizen to urO'e upon her he 
necessity of her exercising it, not only the nece ity but her 
nb olute and imperuti\e duty to do so. And being unwilling 
to force such responsibilities upon womankind, I shall vote 
against the resolution. 

And then 1\!r. Speaker, there is still another pronounced ob
jection to the passage of this resolution, the purpose of which 
is to amend the Constitution of the United State . Article V 
of. the Constitution provides that the Congre s, whenever two
thirds of both Houses shaJl deem it necessary, shall propose 
amendments to the Constitution, or on application of the leg
islatures of two-thirds of the several States shall call a con
vention for proposing amendments, and so forth. This provi
sion is evidence that the framers of the Constih1tion belie,ed 
that it should not be amended except when there should l>e n 
demand of at least two-thirds of the people for such an amend
ment. I haYe seen no evidence that there is such a demand for 
this proposed amendment. The framers of the Con titution 
realized that the time would come when human progre or 
human events would render nece sary the enactment of laws 
forbidden or not warranted by -the Constitution, and for that 
reason provided by· this article for its amendment. But that 
same Constitution left with the several States the right for 
each to control its own electi-re franchise, which, sir, in my 
opinion, . was the most sacred and fundamental right dele17nted 
to or reserved by the States, for the progress and well-being of 
each State depends upon the proper use of the elective franchi e 
by the State. The fathers of our. Constitution well saw that the 
States could each handle their elective franchi e better thnn 
the Federal Government could handle it for them. Hence the 
fran.ehise was left to the States; and for Congre s to interf-ere 
with that right would, in my opinion, be a stroke at the. mo t 
vital fibers of statehood and a breach of good faith on the part 
of the Federal G<>vernment .with the States. Under the fran
chise as reserved by the States, 11 States have granted fnll 
suffrage to women, and unde·r it each St..'lte could do Ii..kewise 
if the electorate so desired. Then why all this turmoil and ef
fort to amend th·e Const~tution of the United States to give to 
each State a privilege which it already has? 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, we know why. We are told by many 
women of the States which now have· woman suffrage that the 
ballot was granted to them by the maJe el~ctornte on the solici
tation of the minority and against the will of the majority of 
the women. But in the other 37 States of the Union men bave 
not been so easily influenced; or coerced, as the case may be, by 
the minority, but have regarded the wishes of the majority, 
thereby refusing to· grant ;woman suffrage except m the State 
of New Jersey, where it was granted and later withdrawn by 
the consent of the women. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, we see a 
double motive behind this 'effort o'n the part of its proponents. 
The first one is to attempt to extend woman suffrage to all the 
States by its adoption by three-fourths of the Stutes throuO'h an 
amendment to the Federal Constitution, and the second is to 
make it impossible for any State to withdraw the ballot from 
woman, tliough its withdrawal might be desired by a majority 
of both male and female voters, by making it a national instead 
of a State franchise. 1\lr. Speaker, these ladies are nobonyts 
fools, if they are few in number. They know what they want, 
and know ·bow to fix it so they can keep it after they get it, 
whether anybody else wants them to keep it or not But they 
have not learned the best course to pursue to get it or to mnke 
it beneficial · to humanity .after they get it. Their campaign 
has been in the main an effort to induce the male' electorate, 
either by persuasive or coercive methods, and sometimes by the 
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employment of both, to extend to them the franchise, without 
urging upon their own sex the necessity of their exercising the 
ballot if receiYed. The campaign was started wrong and has 
been conducted wrong. Let me suggest to those ladies who are 
pressing this moYe.Qlent to go to their own sex, and especially to 
that element of their own sex who assume the burdens of real 
and genuine motherhood and the responsibilities of home
making, and pre ent your arguments to them, at the same time 
explaining to them that if they receive the ballot they take 
upon themselves an obligation to exercise it. Expound to 
them the doctrine of woman's political rights as strongly as 
you care to, provided you expound with equal force and fair
ness the docttine of woman's political responsibilities if given 
the ballot, and then let them answer for themselves. And if 
they answer in the affirmative my love for American woman
hood and my confidence in .<\Jnerican manhood prompts me to 
believe that the ballot will be given by men as freely as it will 
be accepted by women in every State of the Union and never 
withdrawn by a single State if exercised by the better element 
of women. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I wish to say that a. majority of 
both the men and women of Kentucky are opposed to woman 
suffrage. If they ever change their minds and decide tba t they 
want · woman suffrage, they can get it within and under the 
authority of their own State. If they never decide that they 
:want it, it should never be forced upon them by other States, 
and I for one stand ready to protect them against such inva
sion. [Applause.] 

[.Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado addressed the Souse. See Ap
pendix.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. All 
time has expired. The Clerk will read the joint resolution for 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved bv the Senate ana House of Rept·esentatives of the United 

States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House con
curring therein), That the follow_ing article be proposed to the legisla
tures of the several States as an amendment to the onstitution of the 
United States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of said legislatures, 
shall be valid as oart of said Constitution, namely : 

.Mr. CULLOP. .Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend
ment. 
. Mr. MO~"'DELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MONDELL. Is an amendment in order until the whole 

section has been read? 
Mr. CULLOP. Tbis is a paragraph. 
The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that this is a sep

arate proposition. It is as broad as it is long, anyway. The 
gent1eman from Indiana. will state his amendment. 

.Mr. CULLOP. In line 4, strike out the words "the legisla
tures " and insert the word " conventions"; and in line 6 strike 
out the word "legislatures" and insert the word" conventions." 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
- The Clerk reads as follows : 

Amend, in line 4, by striking out the words " the legislatures " and 
inserting the word " conventions." 

In lines 6 and 7, strike out the word "legislatures" and insert the 
word "conventions." 
. Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this amendment 
is that, if this is submitted to the Yoters of this country for 
ratification, it shall not be mixed with any other question, po
litical, moral, Oi' economical. 

This is an important proposition. None more important will 
be submitted to this Congress. It is for the purpose of extend
ing the right of the franchise to more plan 18,000,000 voters in 
this country. If submitted, it ought to be submitted as an in
dividual proposition, so that each voter in this country may go 
to the ballot box and express his sentiments upon this question 
without having it involved with other questions. If it be sub
mitted to the legislatures of the States, it will then be mixed 
with other political questions, so that when the Yoter is yoting 
for a member of the legislature other questions will complicate 
the issue and we will not have a fair expression of the people 
upon tbis question. But if it be submitted to the con"\:entions 
of the several Stutes, then each voter when he votes upon this 
question will not have it mixed with any other question to be 
determined at that time. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a. 
question? 

Mr. CULLOP. For a brief question onlyt as I have but five 
m~u~& . 

Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman must realize that the Con
gres can not order conventions to be called in the States. I 
want to ask him if he recognizes the fact that the legis
lature--

Mr. CULLOP. If the gentleman will allow me to answer his 
first statement, I will say that he is mistaken upon that propo
sition. · The Constitution provides that when Congress submits 
this question it shall submit it either to the con1entions of the 
several States or to the legislatures. Both of these ways are 
provided by Article V of the Constitution for the submission of 
questions of this kind. 

Mr. HOBSON. Does it--
.Mr. CULLOP. I should be glad to yield if I bad the time, 

but I have not So that the gentleman is mistaken as to what 
the Constitution provides upon this question. The 18,000.000 
voters who are to be enfrancbised if this amendment be adopted 
will be able to turn the tide of power in this gt:eat Republic. 
Their strength will be sufficient to control the election of not 
only the Members of the House but the Chief Executive of the 
Nation. When this question is submitted it ought to be sub
mitted in such a manner that it will not be mixed with other 
questions, so that each individual yoter will ·have no other 
question to pass upon except the question whether this right 
shall be extended or not. 

If gentlemen who are pressing this question really desire a 
fair expression of the people on it, they should vote for the 
adoption of this amendment The vote on it will determine 
bow many of us will vote on the adoption of the resolution. 
For one I want to see this question when submitted to be free 
from all complication, so that every Yoter will ha-ve it as the 
only question to decide at the ballot box. If this method is to 
be adopted, then many will -vote for the submission of this 
resolution who otherwise will Yote against it. I am among 
that number, and hence my interest in offering tbis amendment. 
But if it is to be submitted to the legislatures for ratification, 
where it can be used for the purpose of enacting or defeating 
the ena.ctment of other legislation, then I shall not give my sup
port to subn:lit it. We all know how this important proposition 
would be used if submitted for ratification to the legislatures. 
It would become a valuable asset for the passage or defeat of 
other measures pending in the legislature; it would be treated 
as a common trading stock in the logrolling processes usually 
employed in their legislatiYe procedures. I for one do not want 
it prostituted to any such purpose, but I do want to see it sub
mitted free from all entangling alliances with other questions, 
so that each -voter can by bis ballot express himself either for 
or against the proposition. 

If tbis amendment be adopted he can then do so, and if it be 
adopted I shall -vote to submit the proposition to the people to 
be voted on. Tbis consideration has impelled me to offer it, 
and I have done so with the hope it will be adopted so the 
amendment can be submitted for a direct vote of the people. 
It is a fair proposition, and the friends of this measure should 
support it. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not share the views of some 
of the distinguished gentlemen who have arrayed themselves 
here against woman suffrage. I do not believe, as they seem 
to believe, that the women of this country are not qualified for 
the right of franchise; but, on the contrary, I believe they are 
quulified for it and would use it to good advantage. I do not 
believe, as some of them seem to believe, that it would pull 
them down into the mire of dirty politics; on the contrary, if 
we have dirty politics, they would cleanse the same and elevate 
the standard of politics to the high plane they occupy. They 
would purify the political atmosphere of the country and ele
vate the standard and bring about better conditions in this -
country; inaugurate a higher standard of citizenship and a 
better class of civic conditions. I have faith in their ability, 
intelligence, and patriotism, so much so that I believe the day 
they are given the right of franchise will be the dawning of a 
better day for this Republic. Recently I heard one of the dis
tinguished men of our country make a notable address. During 
the course of his remarks be stated that not long since he 
visited a penitentiary located in a large city -in one of the States 
of the Union, and there- he found 5 per cent of the prisoners 
were women and 95 per cent were men; that in the same city 
he visited one of the leading churches and found of the persons 
present 95 per cent were women and 5 per cent were men. The 
conclusion inevitably would follow that if the .women have sense 
enough to keep out of the penitentiary and morality enough to 
attend church in such proportions they evidently have ability 
enough to be clothed with right of suffrage and use it to best. 
advantage for the welfare of the country and the elevation of 
the standard of government. I do not believe anything but good 
would result from the grant of the right to them. At least the 
people should ha-ve the opportunity to vote on this question 
unmixed with any other proposition. 

Mr. BORLAND. 1\Ir. Speaker, the effect of this amendment 
will be simply to cripple the submission of the amendment to 
the Constitution. I know that the Constitution giYes Congress 
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the right to submit a constitutional amendment either to the 
legislatures of the States or to conventions of the various 
State"', as CongTess may determine, one or the other method. 
But if Congress adopts for the first time in our constitutional 
h1 tory the methOd of submitting a proposed amendment to con
ventions, it means, in my judgment, that we are submitting it 
to two ser;arate votes in every State, for there is no way pro
vided for calling conventions, providing for the time, place, and 
expense, but by the favorable action of the legislatures of the 
States. 

Therefore, in order to get favorable action in any State it will 
be necessary for the legislatm·e to act favorably in calling a 
con-vention and providing the expense, time, and munner there
for, and then that convention, when called, must act favorably 
on the amendment itself. So the direct effect of the amendment 
is to compel the submission of the constitutional amendment to 
two votes in every State in the Union. That has been· the· uni
versal judgment of Congress in every amendment that has been 
submitted, so that no proposed amendment has been submitted 
to com·entions instead of legislatures. 

Mr. "DENT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BORLAl\TD. Yes. 
1\!r. DENT. I want to ask the gentleman from l\Iissauri if he 

is not in favor of a vote on this by the people, and if the Cul1op 
amendment is not the only way that the people can act on the 
question under the Constitution of the United States? 

l\lr. BORL~"D. No; I will say to the gentleman from Ala
bama that he and I voted for the sixteenth amendment and the 
seventeenth amendment and submitted them both to the legis
latures and not to the conventions of the States. When we did 
so we did not admit that we were denying the right of the peo
ple to vote on the~e amendments. We submitted to the people 
the question whether they should vote for direct el~tion of 
United States Senators, and we submitted it to the legislatures. 
We submitted the question whether they would have an income 
tax to the legislatures, and there was no claim that we wer:e 
denying the people the right to vote. 

l\lr. DEN'l'. The gentleman from hli souri has no right to 
state bow I voted upon those amendments. My record speaks 
for itself. When the gentleman talks about the people passing 
on a qnes.tion, why is not the gentleman willing to have the ques
tion presented squarely to the people on that proposition? 

l\Ir. BORLAJ\TD. I think I am, and I think the effect of the 
gentleman's amendment is to compel the people to vote twice on 
the arne proposition. 

Mr. WEBB. I move that all debate be now closed on this 
amendment. 

Mr. :;\!A._ 1N. Does the gentleman move the previous question? 
Ur. WEBB. That is the effect of it; yes. Mr. Speaker, I 

move the previous que~tion on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 

the previous question. 
The -previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the Cullop amenament. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

CuLLOP} there were 108 ayes and 142 noes. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Ur. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Is it now in oTder to moye to 

strike out the enacting clause? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 
hlr. G.A.RRE'l'T of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike 

out the enacting clause. 
l\lr. MANN. 1\lr. Speaker, I hope the resolution may first be 

read in full, with the right of amendment to the first paragraph 
afteT the resolution is read. 

~lr. GARRETT of Tennes ee. That is what I object to. We 
do not want any more amendments offered. 

Mr. VAUGHAJ.~. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. V .AUG HAN. Is it not in order to perfect the resolution 

first? 
The SPEAKER. The motion to strike out the enacting clause 

is in order. 
Mr. 1\IANN. Ur. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 

remainder of the resolution may be reported, with the rigllt 
still remaining to amend the first paragraph. That would cover 
the enactinO' clause. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I will be frank 
with ~e ~entleman from illinois. I have understood that an 
amndwent would be proposed that would have no chance for 

JJil <::age; . that it would be usele s to propo e and useless to be 
voted upon. I move to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield? I understand the 
gentleman is on the Committee on Rules, and that he was not 
ayerse to reporting the special rule. He has expressed a willing
ness to have the question squarely voted on, and the friends of 
the resolution wouJd feel that they never. had had a quare 
vote on the resolution itself if the enacting clause were stricken 
out before we reach the resolution. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tenne "ee. l\Ir. Speaker, in respon e to 
the gentleman from Alabama, I will state that I am a member 
of the pommittee on Rules. 1 was oppo ed to the reporting out 
of the resolution from the beginning. I was not pre ent when 
the resolution was voted out being detained at my home by 
personal illness. Had I been here, I should haye voted aO'ainst 
reporting the re olution out. [Appian e.] .Mr. Speaker, I 
move to strike out the enacting clau e, and on that I move the 
previous question. 

Mr. HENRY. .Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman to 
withhold that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will read the rule. 
A motion to sti·ike out enacting words of a bill-

And, of cour e, the same thing applies to a joint Tesolution
shall have preced.ence of a motion to amend, and, if carried, shall be 
considered equivalent to its rejection. 

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
HENRY]. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. lli. Speaker, 1 retain the 
floor, l:rut I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

~"'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has pos-
se sion of the floor. 

~Ir. SIMS. Ur. Speaker. a parliamentary inquiry. -· 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
l\Ir. SIMS. Is a motion to strike out the enacting clause de-. 

batable after the previous question has been ordered? 
1\Ir. 1\IANN. But it has not yet been ordered. 
1\fr. £I.l\IS Is it debatable anyway? 
1\Ir. :MAl\'N. Ob, yes. 
The SPEAKER. Of course; like any other amendment. 
Mr. HENRY. l\Ir. Speaker, I realize that the gentleman 

from Tennessee has the right to make his motion, and I under
·stand his motives, which are worthy; but, for one, I would like 
to see a clear-cut \Ote on this proposition. [Applause.] I 
would like to have a vote yea or nay on the l\Iondell amend
ment and, as far as I am concerned, I am ready to vote " nay," 
and I hope that nothing will occur here to-day which will (J'ive 
anyone the opportunity to say hereafter that we have .evaded 
this important issue. Our action should not be subject to mis
consh·uction, and, while that rule says that the striking out of 
the enacting clause is equivalent to a rejection of the amend
ment, yet I think we ought to walk up fairly and squarely and 
vote upon the amendment. Therefore I shall vote against. 
triking· out the enacting clause, and if we succeed in voting 

that motion down, then I shall vote against the 1\Iondell resolu
tion, so that there can be no misunderstanding of my attitude. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen
tleman from Tennessee on ordering the previous question. 

l\Ir. LENROOT rose. 
l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman from 

Wisconsin. 
1\Ir. l\IAJ\TN. But the gentleman has not the floor to yield. 

This is under the five-minute rule. 
l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennes ee. l\Ir. Speaker, I am perfectly 

willing to come to a direct vote on the 1\Iondell re olution, but 
I am not willing that there should be any further votes on 
amendments to the proposed amendment to the Constitution. 'I 
move to strike out the .enacting clause, and on that I demand 
the previous que tion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
que tion. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

l\fr. l\IA1\1N. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yea and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 207, nays 1G9, 

not -voting 48, as follows : 

Abercrombie 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Ashbrook 
A. well 
Bailey 
Baltz 
Barchfald 
Barkley 
'Bartboldt 
Bartlett 
Beakes 

YEAS-207. 
Beall, TeL 
Rlackmon 
Borland 
Bowdle 
Broussard 
Brown, W. Va. 
Browne, Wis. · 
Brumbaugh . 
Buchanan, Tex. 
Bulkley-
Burge s 
Burke, Pa. 

Burke, Wis. 
Burnett 
Byrnes, S. C. 
B:vrns, Tenn. 
Calder 
Callaway 

· Candler, Miss. 
Cantor 
Cantrm 
Caraway 

. Carew 
Carlin 

Carter 
Church 
Clancy 
CJark, Fla. 
Cline 
Coady 
CoJiier 
Connolly, Iowa 
Conry 
Cri<>p 
Cullop 
Davenport 
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Decker 
Dent 
Dies 
Difend~ 
Dixon 
Donovan 
Dooling 
Doremus 
Dough ton 
Driscoll 
Dupre 
Eagle 
Edward~ 
Estopinal. 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Fergusson 
Ferris 
Fields 
ll'lnley 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Fo.rdney· 
Gard 
Gardner 
Garner 
Garrett, 'l.'enn, 
Garrett, Tex. 
George 
Gerry 
Gill 
Gittins 
Glass 
Godwin, N: C •. 
Goeke 
Goodwin, Ark~ 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graham, Ill. 

Adair. 
Alexander· 
Andersoru 
Anthony 
Austin 
A :vis 
Baker 
Barnhart 
Bathrick 
Bell, CaL 
Booher 
Borchers 
Britten 
Brockson 
Brown, N:Y. 
Browning 
Bryan 
Buchanan, Ill. 
Burke, S·. Da~~ 
Butler 
Campbell 
Carr 
Cary 
Casey· 
€.handler, N.Y. 
Connelly, Kans. 
Cooper 
CDpley 
Cox 
Cramton 
crosser 
Chny 
Danforth 
Davis 
Deitrick 
Dershem. 
Dickinsotr 
Dillon 
Donohoe. 
Doolittle
Drukker 
Eagan 

· Edmonds 

Gray Lewis, Md. 
Green, Iowa Lieb 
Gregg E.inthicum 
Griffin Lloyd 
Gudger Lobeck 
Hamilton, N.Y.. Lonergan -
Hamlin McGiUicuddy 
Hardy McKellar 
Harris Maguire, Nebr. 
Harrison Mahan 
Hart Metz 
Hay Montague 
Hayden Moon 
Heflin Morgan, La. 
Helm Morrison 
Henry Mulkey 
Hobson Murray 
Holland Oldfield 
Houston O'Shaunessy 
Howard Page, N.C.-
Hughes, Ga. Palmer · 
Hull Park 
Humphreys, Miss; Parker, N. T. 
Jacowa:y Parker, N.Y .. 
Johnson, Ky. Pa~ N.Y. 
Johnson, S. C. Phelan 
Kennedy, Conn. Post 
Kent Pou 
Key, Ohio Price. 
Kindel Quin 
Kinkead, N. J. Rauch 
Kirkpatrick Rayburn 
Kitchin Reilly~ Conn. 
Konop Reilly, Wis. 
Korbly Riordan 
Lazaro Rouse 
Lee,Ga. Ru~ 
Lee, Pa. Rus ell 
Lesher Sabath 
Lever Shackleforti: 

NAYS-~69. 

Esch Knowlan:I, J. R; 
ll'at-r Lafferty 
Fess La Follette 
FitzHenry Langham 
Foster Langley· 
Fowler Lenroot 
Francis LindbergJi 
Frear Logue 
French McAndrews 
Gallagh~r McGuire, Okla. 
Gallivan McKenzie 
Gillett rtrcLaughlin 
Gilmore MacDonald 
Good Madden 
Gorman Maher 
Grahamtf'a. Manrr 
Greene, nass. Mapes 
Greene, Vt. Martilr 
Griest Miller 
Guernsey Mitchell 
Hamill Mondell 
Hamilto~ Mlc:lt. Moore 
Haugen Morgan, Okla. 
Hawley· Moss, Lnd. 
Hayes Mott 
ffelgesen Murdock 
Helvering Neeley; Kan&. 
Hensley · Neely, W. VII. 
Hill Nelson 
Hinds- Nolan, J. I. 
Howell Norton 
Htfgbes, W. Va. O'Hair. 
Hufings Paige, Mass. 
Humphre~ Wash. Patton, Pa. 
Johnson, wash. PHerson 
Kahn Platt 
Keating Plumley· 
Keister Porter 
KeJJey, Mich. Prouty 
Kelly, Pa. Rainey 
Kettner Raker 
Kless, Pa. Reed 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Roberts, Mass. 

NOrr VOTING-48. 
Ainey Goldtogle Lindquist 
Allen Hinebaugh Loft' 
Barton Hoxworth McClellan. 
Bell, Ga. Igoe M8.IUihan 
Brodbeck Johnson, Utah Morin 
Bruckner Jones Moss, W: Va. 
Claypool Kennedy, Iowa O'Brien 
Dale Kennedy, R.I. Oglesby 
Dunn Kreider Padgett 
Elder L'Engle Peters 
Faisorr Levy Powers 
Falconer Lewis, Pa. Ragsdala 

So the pre:vious question was ordered. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice·: 
Mr. TowNSEND with M'r. SCOTT: 
Mr. TEN EYCK with Mr. KENNEDY of Iow·a. 

Sherley 
Sherwood. 
Sims 
Sisson.. 
Slaydenr 
Small 
Smith, N.Y. 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Stedman 
Stephens:;.Miss. 
Stephens; Nebr. 
Stephens, Tar. 
Stout 
Sumners 
Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Ark. 
Thacher 
Thomas 
Thompson, Okla. 
Tribble 
Tuttle 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Vinson 
Vollmer 
Walker 
Wallin 
Watkins 
Watson 
Weaver 
Webb 
Whaley 
Whitacre 
White 
Wingo
Withel'Spoon 
Young, TeL 

Rogers 
Rubey 
Ruwey 
S"eldomridge 
Sells 
Sinnott 
Slemp 
Sloan 
~mith, Idaho 
Smith Md. 
Smlth, J. M. C. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Smith, Minn. 
Stalrord 
Steenerson 
Stephens.t £aL 
Stevens, M.Inn. 
Stevens, N. It 
Stone • 
Stringer 
Sutherland 
Switzer 
Taggart 
Talcott, N."Y. 
Tavenner 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, N. Y. 
Temple 
Thomson, Ill. 
Towner. 
Treadway 
Vare 
Volstead 
Walsh 
WalterS' 
Williams 
WinslOW' 
Woods 
Young, N.Dak. 

Roberts,- NaY. 
Rothermel 
Saunders 
Scott 
Scllli:Y 
Shreve 
Stanley 
TenEyck 
Townsend 
Wilson, Fla. 
Wilson, N. Y~ 
Woodruff 

Mr. SAUNDERS with Mr. KENNEDY of Rbod~ Island~ 
1\fr. DALE with Mr. A.INEY. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE with Mr. DUNN. 
Mr. BELL of Georgia with Mr. PET-ERs. 
Mr. STANLEY: with Mr. Moss of West Virginia. 
Mr. OGLESBY with Mr. SELLs. 

-

Mr. WiLsoN of Florida witli 1\Ir. l\Io:RIN. 
Mr. SCULLr. with Mr. SHREVE. 
Mr. O'BRIEN with 1\Ir. PowERs. 
!Ir. PADGETT. with Ml'. MANAHAN. 
Mr. McCLELLAN with 1\Ir. LINDQUIST. 
Mr. Lo]fT with Mr. KREmER. 
Mr. BRUCKNER with Mr. JoHNSON of Utah. 
Mr. RAGSDALE with Mr. BARTON. 
Mr. IGOE with Mr. LEwis of Pennsylvania. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded .. 
M'r. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a request foD 

unanimous consent I desire to ask unanimous consent that the 
Ho.use vote now on the Mandell amendment, without any further 
intervening motion or amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And! let the Mandell amendment be read. 
1\Ir. HENRY. Let the Mandell amendment be read and the 

House proceed to vote on it without further intervening motion 
or amendment. 

The SPEAKER. What goes with the gentleman's motion to 
strike out the- enacting clause? 

Mr. HENRY. The gentleman withdraws that 
Mr. MANN. He can not withdraw it except by unanimous 

consent. 
Mr. HENRY. By unanimous. consent. 
1\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman is submitting a 

request for unanimous consent.. 
T.he .SPEAKER. The- gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 

consent that the Mandell resolution shall be read and voted on 
without any intervening motion. 

Mr~ .l\1A.NN. I suppose what the gentleman wants to do is to 
ask unanimous consent to withdraw the pending motion? ' 

1\Ir. HENRY. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. And let the resolution be read to the end as one 

paragraph, and at the end the previous question be considered 
as ordered' upon the entire resolution? 

Mr. HE...~RY. Yes; that is the effect of it. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Without any amendment? 
Mr. HENRY. Without any amendment 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After: a pause.J The 

Chair hears none. [Applause.] The Clerk will report the l\1on· 
dell resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved. by the Senate and Houae of Representatlves of the Unitecl 

States of America in Congress assembled. (two-tkirds of each Housa 
concurring: therein), That the · following article be proposed to the 
legislatures, of the several States as an amendment to the Constitution: 
of the United States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of said' leg
islatures, shall be nlia as part ol said Constitution, namely: 

"ARTICLE -.-SECTIOY 1. Tfiff right of citizens of the United States 
to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any 
State on account of sex. . 

" SEc. 2. Congress shall have power, by appropriate tegislation1 to 
enforce the- provisions of this article." 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time ; was read the tliird time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. TAYLOR oL.Colorado, Mr. 1\fANN, and Mr. WEBB. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The S:PEA.KER. The gentleman from Colorado, the genfie. 
man from illinois, and the gentleman from North Carolina all 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 174, nays 204!. 

not voting, 46, . as follows : 

Adair 
Alexander 
Anderson 
Anthony 
Austin 
Avis 
Baker 
Barnhart 
Bathrick 
Bell, Cal. 
Borchers 
Borland 
Britten 
Brown, N.Y. 
Bryan 
Buchanan, Ill; 
Butler 
camubell 
Carr 
Casey 
Chandler, N. Y, 
Church 
Clancy 
Cline 
Connelly, Kans. 
Copley 
Cramton 
Crosser 

Curry 
Davenport 
Decker 
Deitrick 
Dershem 
Dickinson 
Dillon 
Doolittle 
Drukker 
Eagan 
Edmonds 
Evans 
Farr 
Fergusson 
Ferris 
Fess 
FitzHenry 
Fordney; 
Foster 
Fowler 
Francis 
Frear 
French 
Gallagher 
Gallivan 
George 
Gilmore 
Good 

YEA.S-174. 
Gorman Kent 
Graham, Pa. Kettner 
Green, Iowa. Kiess, Pa. 
Griest Kinkaid_; Nebr: 
Guernsey Klnkeau, N. J. 
Hamill Kirkpatrick 
Hamilton, Mich. Knowland, J. R. 
Hamlin Lafl'erty 
Hart La Follette 
Haugen Langley 
Hawley Lindbergh 
Hayden. Lloyd· 
Hayes Logue 
Helgesen McAndrews 
Helvering McGuire, Okla. 
Hensley· McKellar 
Hill McKenzie 
Hobson McLaughlin 
Howell MacDonald. 
Hughes. W. Va. Madden 
Hulings Maher· 
Humphrey, Wash. Mann 
Johnson. Wash. Mapes 
Kahir Martin 
Keating Metz 
Kelster Mitchell 
Kelley, 1\fich, MondeU 
Kelly,.Ea:. Mo:rg:m, Okla. . 

·-----
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1\Ioss, Ind. 
1\Iott 
Murdock 
Neeley, Kans. 
Neely, W.Va. 
Nelson 
Nolan, J. I. 
Norton 
O'Hair 
O'Sbaunessy 
Palmer 
Patton, Pa. 
Peterson 
Phelan 
Porter 

. Prouty 

Rainey 
Raker 
Reilly, Conn. 
Robet·t , Mass. 
Hogers 
Huhey 
nncker 
Hupley 
ltu . ell 
Sabath 
Scully 
Seldomridge 

· Sells 
Shackleford 
Sllcrwood 
Slms 

Sinnott 
Slemp 
Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Smitll, Minn. 
Smith, N.Y. 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Stevens, N. H. 
Stone 
Stout 
Stringer 
Sutherland 
Taggart 

·'J:'avenner · 
Taylor, Colo . . 
Taylor, N. Y. 
'l'emple 
Thompson, Okla. 
Thomson, Ill. 
'l'owne1· 
Treadway 
Vare 
Volstead 
Walters 
Williams 
Woods 
Young, N.Dak. 

NA.YS-204. 
Abercrombie 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Ashbrook 
A swell 
Bailey 
Baltz . 
Barchfeld 
Barkley 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett 
Beakes 
Beall, 'Tex. 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Bowdle 
Brockson 
Broussard 
Brown, W. Va. 
Browne, Wis. 
Browning 
Brumbaugh 
Buchanan, Tex. 
Bulkley 
Burgess 
Burke, Pa. 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burke, Wis. 
Burnett 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Calder 
Callaway 
Candler, Miss. 
Cantor 
Can trill 
Caraway 
Carew 
Carlin 
Cartet• 
Cary 
Clark, Fla. 
Coady 
Collier 
Connolly, Iowa 
Conry 
Cooper. 
Cox 
Crisp 
Cullop 
Dauforth 

Davis 
Dent 
Dies 
Difendcrfer 
Dixon 
Donohoe 
Donovan 
Dooling 
Doremus 
Dough ton 
Driscoll 
Dupre 
Eagle 
Edwards 
Esch 
Estopinal 
Fairchild 
Fields 
Finley 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Gard 
Gardner 
Garner 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, Tex. 
Gerry 
Gill 
Gillett 
Gittins 
Glass 
Godwin, N. C. 
Goeke 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Gordon 
Goulden 
Graham, Ill. 
Gray 
Greene, Mass. 
Greene, Vt. 
Gregg 
Griffin 
Gudger 
Hamilton, N. Y. 
Hardy 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hay 
Heflin 
Helm 

Henry Price 
Rinds Quin 
Holland Ragsdale 
Houston Ranch 
Howat·d Rayburn 
l:Iuglles, Ga. Reed 
Hull Reilly, Wis. 
Humpht·eys, Miss. Riordan 
Jacoway Rouse 
Johnson, Ky. Sherley 
Johnson, S.C. Sisson 
Kennedy, Conn. Slayden 
Key, Ohio Sloan 
Kindel Small 
Kitchin Smith, Tex. 
Konop Sparkman 
Korbly Stafford 
Langham Stedman 
Lazaro Stephens, Miss. 
Lee, Ga. Stephens, Nebx. 
Lee, Pa. Stephens, Tex. 
Lenroot Stevens,Minn. 
Lesher Sumners 
Lever Switze1· 
Lewis, Md. 'l'albott, Md. 
Lieb Talcott, N.Y. 
Linthicum Taylor, Ala. 
Lobeck Taylor, Ark. 
Lonel'gan Thacher 
McGillicuddy Thomas 
Maguire, Nebr. Tribble 
Mahan Tuttle 
Miller Undel'bill 
Montague Underwood 
Moon Vaughan 
lfoore Viuson 
Morgan, La. Vollmer 
Morrison Walker 
Mulkey Wallin 
Murray Walsh 
Oldfield Watkins 
Page, N. C. Watson 
Paige, Mass. Weaver 
Park Webb 
Parker, N.J. Whaley 
Parker, N.Y. Whitacre 
Patten, N. Y. White 
Platt Wingo 
Plumley Winslow 
Post Witherspoon 
Pou Young, Tex. 

NOT VOTING-46. 
.Ainey Goldfogle 
Allen Hinebaugh 
Barton Hoxworth 
;Bell, Ga. Igoe . 
Brodbeck .T ohn!:lon, Utah 
Bruckner Jones 
Claypool Kennedy, Iowa 
Dale Kennedy, R. I. 
Duun Kreider 
Elder L'Engle 
Faison Levy 
Falconer Lewis, Pa. 

So, two-thirds not ha-ving 
resolution was rejected. 

Lindquist 
Loft 
:McClellan 
Manahan 
Morin 
Moss, W.Va. 
O'Brien 
Oglesby 
Padgett 
Peters 
Power 
Roberts, Nev. 

-voted in favor 

Rothermel 
Saunders 
Scott 
Shreve 
Stanley 
TenEyck 
Townsend 
Wilson, Fla. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Woodruff 

thereof, the joint 

·The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
On this -vote : 
Mr. RoBERTS of Ne-vada and 1\Ir. Moss of West Virginia (in 

favor of suffrage amendment) with Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode 
I land (against). 

Mr. HoxwoRTH and Mr. JoHNSON of Utah (for Mondell 
amendment) with Mr. IGOE (against). 

1\Ir. WooDRUFF and 1\Ir. FALCONER (for Mondell amendment) 
with Mr. WII.SON of Florida (against). 

.Mr. SHREVE and Mr. DuNN (for .Mondell amendment) with 
Mr. SAUNDERS (against). 

Mr. PETEBS and Mr. LEVY (for suffrage amendment) with Mr. 
BELL of Georgia (a crainst). 

Mr. TOWNSEND and Mr. HINEBAUGH (for Mondell amendment) 
with ~Ir. l\IoRIN (against). . . 

The result of the -vote was announced as abo-ve recorded. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leaYe of absence was granted as fol
lows: 

To l\Ir. BARTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. PADGETT, for one day, on account of illness. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr . .A.8HBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled l.Jill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 5195. An act for the relief of the Atlantic Canning Co. 
JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that this day they had presented to tl1e President of the 
United States, for. his approval, the following joint resolution: 

H. J. Res. 257. Joint resolution authorizing the Commissioner 
of Patents to exchange printed copies of United States patents 
with the Dominion of Canada. 

ADJOUBNMENT. 
Mr. U~~ERWOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, I mo-ve that the House 

do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. Accordingly (at 0 o'clock and 

15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday, Janu
ary 13, 1915, at 12 o'clock noon. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as fo1lows: 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill ( S. 6iW9) to establish the 
Rocky Mountain National Park in the State of Colorado, apd for 
other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1275), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Corumi ttee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CHURCH1 from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 5434) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to grant permits to the occupants of certain un
patented lands on which oil or gas ·has been discovered, and 
authorizing the extraction of oil or gas therefrom, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1277), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions. and memorials 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By 1\Ir. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 20814) to place Candler 

and Evans Counties, Ga., in the eastern division of the southern 
district of Georgia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 20815) proposed as a sub
stitute for (H. R. 18666) to authorize the United State , act
ing through a shipping board, to subscribe to the capital stock 
of a corporation to be organized under the laws of the United 
States, or a State thereof, or of the District of Columbin, to 
purchase, construct, equip, maintain, and operate merchant ves
sels in the foreign trade of the United States, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. 

By Ur. TALCOTT of New York (by request): A bill (II. R. 
20816) for the prevention of the manufacture, sale, or trans
portation of such edible alimentary pastes as macaroni, 
spaghetti, vermicelli, and noodles containing any artificial col
orino- matter, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20817) to amend . 
an act entitled "An act making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfimng 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes"; to the Com
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20818) to au
thorize the Brunot Island Bridge Co. to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the back channel of the Ohio Ri-ver; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: A bill (H. n. 20819) to fix the compensa
tion of assistant appraisers of merchandise, and for other pur
poses· to the Committee on Ways and ~leans. 

By 'Mr. GAllAWAY: A bill· (H. R. 20 4.1) to provide for a 
low rate of interest and long-time loans in ai<l of agriculture, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on ~anking and Cur
rency. 

By 1\Ir. HENSLEY: Joint re olntion (II. J. nes. 4~1) looking 
toward an international 11eace conference at The Hague after 
the close of the pre ent war in ·Europe; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

-
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTION~ 

Under clause 1 of Rnle XXII, private bills and reselutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows; 

By 1\Ir. BOOHER: A "bill {H. R. 2082U) granting a pension to 
Ellen Rohr; to the Committee on Invalirl Pensions. 

By Mr. DO~OVAN: A bill (H. R. 20821) granting _.:m in
crease of pension to William H. Lockwood; to th-e Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 20822) for the relief of Homer 
Rock; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 20823) granting a pen
sion to Lorilla 1\I. Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 2082-!) granting a pension to 
William Leishing; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 2082f'i) granting an increase 
of pension to l\1atilda C. Boulden; to the Committee on In•alid 
Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 20826) granting a pen
sion to Mary 1\f. Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 20827) granting a pension to 
Ada A. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. LINTIDCUM: A bill (H. · R. 20828) for the relief of 
James Campbell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 20829) granting a pension to 
Charles Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 20830) granting an increase of 
pension to Susan 0. Hewitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. 1 

By 1\Ir. SHREVE: .A bill ·(H. R. 20831) for the relief of 
-Frhnces .A. Bliss; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 20832) for the relief of 
D. C. Darroch ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 20833) granting 
an increase of pension to Columbus Sampson; to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 20834) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew Gladwell; to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 20835) granting an increase 
of pension to George "Campbell; to ·the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: A. bill (H. R. 20836) grant
ing nn increase of pension to James Bwan; to the Committee on . 
In \al id Pensions. 

By 1\!r. TAYLOR of New York: A bill (H. R. 20837) granting 
a pension to John C. Rowland; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20838) providing for the adjudication of 
certain claims by the Court of Claims; to the Committee on 
Claims. 
· By l\fr. WOODRUFF: A bill (H. R. 20839) granting an ·in

crease of pension to Linda Elliott; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. · · · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20840) granting an increase :Of pension to · 
Francis King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By .l\Ir. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 20842) grant
ing an inerease of pension to Sidney W. Wox; to the Committee 
{)n Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 20343) granting an increase ·of pension to 
William H. Caunoy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 20844) granting a p~nsion 
to Margaret C. Pyles; to the Committee {)n Invalid Pensions. 

A.l so. a bill (H. R. 20845) granting an inci'ell se of pension to 
Martha A. Wescott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. By l\Ir. MORGAN of Oklahoma: .A bill (H. R. 20846) grant
ing a pension to Westley J. Brasier, alias William J. Brasier; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petl.tioJls and papers were laid 

-·on the Clerk1S desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPE~ER (by request): Memorial of sundry citizens 

of l\lontgomery County, l\Io., favoring passage of House joint 
resolution 371; to the Committee on Foreign Affair . 

By Mr. BAILEY: Petitic.:ms of E . .S. Seaman, .of Wilmore; and 
of Bantley & Mine, Portage Srrpply Co., and E . .S. Lindsey, of 
Portage, an of the State of Pennsyh·ania, asking for the passage 
of House bill 5308, a bill providing for the taxation of mail
order Louses for local purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and 1\leans. · . 

By ::\1r. BEAKEs: Petitions of Eugene J. Helber and 27 citi
zens of Wa8htenaw Oorrnty; John Bork and 37 citizens of 
Wayne . County: H. A. Brauer ·and 38 citizens of Ann Arbor; 
Fred T. Kipf and 34 citizens of nlonroe; Cln.'istian Gensley and 

· -

19 citizens of Ann Arbor~ F. Thrun and 80 citizens of Ann 
Arbor; Julian R. Trojanowski, president, and Christian Mar
tin, secretary, of the Stadt-Verband. of Ann Arbor; Carl F·. 
Stark, president, and Fred C. Scholl, secretary, of the Work~ 
ingman Society of Adrian; Joseph Biskupski, president, and 
Curl Marx, secretary, -of the St. Joseph's Benevolent Society, of 
Adrian; F. T. Stark, Henry D. Duerr, Carl J. Erhart, and Jo
seph EhrUch, Adrian, ail of the second congressional district of 
Michigan, in fa"f"or of prohibiting the export of arms, ammuni
tion, and munitions of war from the United States; to the 
Committee on Foreign A.ffairs. 

By 1\Ir. BUCHANA .... ~ of Illinois: Petition of 65 citizens of 
Chicago, lll., favoring the passage of House joint resolution 377, 
to pre·rent the shipment of munitions of war; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Petition of Rev-. C. Lescow and 
14 other citizens of Woodland, Wis., asking for the passage of 
Senate blll 6688, or . any similar measure, to levy an em
bargo on all contraband of war, save foodstuffs only; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Mr. W. Stauber and 18 other citizens of the 
city of Sheboygan, Wis., asking for the passage at this session 
of House joint resolution 377, to prohibit the exportation of 
arms, ammunition, etc., from this country to European countries 
now at war; to the Committe-e on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of August Lau and 14 {)ther citizens of She
boygan, Wis., asking for the passage of a law to prohibit the 
sale and exportation of war material from the United States 
to belligerent European nations; to the Committee on Forei-gn 
A.ffairs. . 

Also, petitions of Emil Morenzun, of Theresa, and A. F. Nico
laus and 128 other citizens of Fort Atkinson, both in the State 
af Wisconsin, asking for the passage of Senate bill 6688, 
or any similar measure, to levy an embargo on all contr<l b;t nd 
of war, save foodstuffs only; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petitions {)f Edwill C. Beske -and 35 other citizens of 
Atwater, Dodge County, and A. C: Kukhaefer and 22 other 
citizens o~ Thiensville, both i!l the State of Wisconsin. asking 
for the passage at this session of House joint resolution 377, 
to levy an embargo upon and prohibit the exportation of arms, 
ammuniti{)n, etc., to any of the European countries now en
gaged in war; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rev. M. H. Pankow and 55 other citizens of 
Waterloo, Wis., asking for the passage of Senate bill 66'33. or 
any similar measure, to levy an embargo on all contrab:md of 
war, save foodstuffs only; to the Committee {)n Foreign .Affnirs. 

By Mr. DILLON: Petitions of Lane Local Branch of the 
German-Ameri-can Alliance of South Dakota, and sundry citi
zens of South Dakota., favoring the passage of House joint 
resolution 377; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petitions of citizens of the State of Kew 
York, relati"re to violation of the spirit of neutrality by the 
United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. EAGAN: Petition of Montclair and the New Jersey 
Associations Opposed to Woman Suffrage, protesting against 
suffrage for women; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESOH: Petitions of citizens of the St:' te of Wisron
si!l, favoring passage of House joint resolution .377, relative to 
violation of strict neutr.ality by the United States; to the Com
mittee on Foreign A..ffui.rs. 

By Mr. FESS: Petition of citizens of Unionville Center. Ohio, 
favoring passage of House Joint Resolution 377; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GA.Rl\TER: Petition of citizens of Texas, favoring 
House joint resolution 377, to forbid export of arms; to th.e 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GERRY: Petitions of Rev. A. S. Arnold, Woonsocket; 
Sarah J. Eddy and Lillian Wheeler, Bristol Ferry; Harriet Taft, 
Lillian Brown, Elizabeth A. ~ennings, Mrs. Harriet J. Bosworth, 
and Helen Bowen Jones, Providence; Dr. Kate S. Stanton. H:m
nah C. Bacheller, Henry C. Bacheller, :Mrs. A. F. Squire. M. 
A.nna Ford, Mrs. George G. Keating, Elizabeth H. Tromburne, 
Harriet F. Riggs, Mrs. I. S. Buffum, Rebecca T. Bosworth, 
Rachel W. Bertram, Mary F. Leavitt, Wayant H. Ertster. ~Irs. 
Robert Herrick, 1\Iarie F. Cottrell, and Miss Blanche Lea Yi tt, 
Newport; 1\liss Elizabeth Jennings, Miss C. Isabelle Lee. aud 
Miss Julia E. Wilock, Newport, all in the State of Rhode Island, 
urging the passage of legislation providing for equal suffrage; 
to the CommHtee on tbe Judiciary. 

By 1\lr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petitions of Mary F. 
Leavitt, Blanche Leavitt, Margaret H. Easton, Lillian Wheeler, 
Kate S. Stanton, M. D., Mrs. James Griswold Wentz, &trah J. 
Eddy, all of Newportt R. I., in favor of woman suffrage; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petition of Elizabeth Jennings, C. Isabelle Lee, and Julia 
E. Welock, of East Providence, R. I., favoring woman suffrage; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By .Mr. LOI\TERGAN: Resolution of Mrs. Adeline Hall Wil
liams, chairman executive committee of the Cosmopolitan Club, 
councilor of the national committee on prisons and prison labor, 
in re bill to regulate interstate commerce in convict-made goods; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of James J. O'Reilly and 
Thomas Carroll, of Kingston, and Jacob Stotz, of Hunter, N.Y., 
fa1ol1ng passage of House joint resolution 317, to prohibit ex
portation of war material; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, telegrams from E. P. Babcock, Mrs. E. P. Babcock, S. B. 
Hamilton, Mrs. S. B. Hamilton, E. B. Whiting, Mrs. F. E. Boyle, 
A. B. Hopkins, E. Hopkins, C. H. Whiting, all of Canaan, N. Y.; 
J. H. Cox, N. Brooks, M.D., Mrs. ·s. J. Tilden, Louise Highland, 
Stanley H. Watson, Lena R. Smith, Sydney R. Smith, all of New 
Lebanon, N. Y., urging passage of suffrage amendment; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also telegrams from Mrs. John W. Gillette, l\Irs. Robert 
Evans' and .Alice Seymour, all of Hud on, N. Y., urging vote 
again;t suffrage amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAHAN: Resolutions adopted by the Cosmopolitan 
Club, of South Manchester, Conn., favoring the passage of the 
bill to regulate interstate commerce in convict-made goods; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Norwich, Conn., favoring 
the passage of House joint resolution 377, relative to war 
material; to the Committee on Foreigp. Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the Electrical Supply Jobbers' 
Association, ·favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Calumet Singing Society, of Chicago, Ill., 
fa1oring legislation to enable the President to lay an embargo 
upon all contraband of war, excepting foodstuffs alone, etc.; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Friends of our Native Landscape, favoring 
creation of Rocky Mountain National Park, Colo. ; to the Com
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MOORE: Petitions of 2,518 citizens of the city of 
Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the exportation from the 
United States of articles of warfare and urging legislative ac
tion preventing its continuance; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. · 

By Mr. NEELEY of Kansas: Petitions of citizens of Barton 
and Reno Counties, Kans., favoring House joint resolution 377, 
to forbid export of arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By l\Ir. J. I. NOLAN: Resolutions of 28 fraternal and other or
ganizations in the city of San Francisco, Cal., comprising a total 
membership of 34,426 citizens, favoring the passage of House 
bill 5139, providing for the retirement of superannuated civil
service employees; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

Also, petitions from sundry citizens of the city of San Fran
cisco, favoring the passage of House joint resolution 377, to pro
hibit the exportation of munitions of war; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON: Petition from B. Greenberg, E. L. Duell, 
H. Wilensky, D. V. Brennan, M. H. Brennan, V. Gram, and 
Edw. Richardson, all of Devils Lake, N. Dak.; Ch. Freedman, 
of Starkweather, and John Henley and others, of Devils Lake, 
N. Dak., in opposition to the illiteracy clause in the Burnett 
immigration bill (H. R. 6060); to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PARKER of New York: Papers to accompany House 
bill 15182, for increase of pension to E. T. Connelly; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Fred McNaughton, W. N. Ells, A. E. Mason, 
and other citizens of New York, favoring Senate bill 3672, to 
make certain improvements in Harlem River; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By 1\fr. PLATT: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension 
to Charles Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr RAINEY: Petition of German Roman Catholic Union 
of Illinois, against sale of munitions of war to nations engaged 
in war; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, pet~tion o~ St. Joseph Benev~l~nt Society, of Brussels, 
Ill., favoring religious freedom in ·Mexico ; to the Committee on 
Foreign 4-.ffairs .. 

Also, petition of Garage Owners' Association of Illinois, favor
ing the Stevens ·bills (H. R. 13305); to the Committee on Inter
state and 1!,oreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RAKER : Petitions of citizen~ of the State of .Califor
nia, favoring the passage of the HamUI bill (H. R. 539) ; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ROUSE: Petition of 279 citizens of the State of Ken
tucky, .favoring the adoption of House resolution 377; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. , , 

By Mr. SABATH: Petition of Union League of Italian-Ameri
cans of the United States, against literacy te t in .immigrl'ltion 
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of 126 members. of Ambrosius Maennerchor, 
of Chicago, lll., favoring strict neutrality by the United States; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Memorial of the New Jersey State League 
of Building and Loan Associations, urging amendment to the 
war-revenue law exempting building loans; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Mr. Lloyd, of Matawan, N. J., relative to 
armaments of war; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: Papers to accompany H. R. 2 54, 
granting pension to Sarah E. Wilson ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of David Vogt and two citizens, of Coldwater, 
Mich., favoring House joint resolution 377; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. · 

By Mr. SUTHERLAN:D : Papers to accompany bill granting 
pension to Andrew Gladwell; to the Committee on Invalid ren-
sions. . 

By Mr. TALCOTT of New . York: Petition of Paris Hill 
Church and Slmday School, for a federation of nations; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of thirty-third congre ional district 
of New York, favoring passage of Senate bill 3672 for improve
ment of Harlem River; to the Committee on Rivers and Har
bors. 

By Mr. VOLLMER: Petition of 750 American citizens, for tlle 
adoption of House joint resolution 377, prohibiting the export of 
arms, ammunition, and munitions of war; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WHALEY: Petition of citizens of Charle ton and 
Orangeburg. S. C., protesting against· violation of spirit of 
neutrality by the United States; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. . 

By_:Mr. WINSLOW: Petition of citizens of Worcester, :Mnss., 
relative to woman suffrage; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
. By Mr. WOODRUFF: Petition of citizens of the tenth con

gressional district of Michigan, favoring . passage of House 
joint resolution 377, relative to munitions of war; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 13, 1915. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

Almighty God, we come before Thee with fullest and freest 
self-expression, because Thou art Jove. We would not cloak nor 
hide our sins from Thee. We would not deceive ourselves con
cerning our own weakness. Before Thee we would come lay
ing bare our hearts, lifting them up to the source of light and 
truth and power, asking Thee to breathe upon us and give us 
the influence of Thy spirit. All about us error and truth con
tend together, darkness and light struggle for supremacy; 
but Thou art the source of truth; Thou art the fountain of 
life. To Thee we come and pray that our path may be illu
mined by Thy presence, that we may discern the right fro~ 
the wrong, and lay ourselves upon Thine altar, that Thou 
mayest use us for the glory of Thy name and the advancement 
of all the interests of this great Nation this day. We ask it 
for Christ's sake. Amen. · 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Michigan, praying ·for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the exportation of ammunition, etc., which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

Mr. BURLEIGH presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Washburn, Me., praying for national prohibition, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Minne
sota, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
.exportation of ammunition, etc., which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition o{ Governor Weare 
Council, No. 15, Order United American Mechanics. of Sea
·brook, N. H., praying for tpe pas age of the pending immigra
tion bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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